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(7)  Electrometer  tubes  designed  to  op¬ 
erate  with  grid  currents  of  less  than  0.1 
micromicroampere. 

6.  Section  50.71  (a)  (16),  reading  as 
follows,  is  added: 

(16)  Scintillation  counters  incorpo¬ 
rating  a  photomultiplier  tube. 

7.  Section  50.71  (a)  (17),  reading  as 
follows,  is  added: 

(17)  Photomultiplier  tubes  having 
photocathode  sensitivity  of  10  or  more 
microamperes  per  lumen,  and  an  average 
amplification  greater  than  10“. 

(60  Stat.  755-775;  42  U.  S.  C.  1301-1819. 
Interprets  or  applies  sec.  4,  60  Stat.  759;  42 
U.  S.  C.  1804) 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  19th 
day  of  October,  1S50. 

By  order  of  the  Commissioner. 

Carleton  Shugg, 
Acting  General  Manager. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  50-9372;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 
8:45  a.  m.J 


TITIE  10— ATOMIC  ENERGY 

Chapter  I — Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission 

Part  50 — Control  of  Facilities  for  the 
Production  of  Fissionable  Material 
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SCHEDULE  B:  CLASS  II  FACILITIES 

Title  10,  Chapter  I,  Part  50,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  entitled  “Control 
of  Facilities  for  the  Production  of  Fis¬ 
sionable  Material”  is  hereby  amended  in 
the  following  respects,  effective  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1950: 

1.  Section  50.71  (a)  (7),  reading: 
“Micromicroammeters  capable  of  meas¬ 
uring  currents  of  less  than  1.0  micromi¬ 
croampere”  is  changed  to  read: 

(7)  Electrometer  tube  circuits  and 
dynamic  condenser  electrometers  ’(vi¬ 
brating  reed,  vibrating  diaphragm,  etc.) 
capable  of  measuring  currents  of  less 
than  1  micromicroampere. 

2.  Section  50.71  (a)  (9),  reading: 
“High  gain  high  impedance  linear  pulse 
amplifiers”  is  changed  to  read : 

(9)  Amplifiers  designed  for  applica¬ 
tion  in  nuclear  measurements,  including 
linear  amplifiers,  preamplifiers  and  dis¬ 
tributed  (chain)  amplifiers.  * 

3.  Section  50.71  (a)  (12),  reading: 
“Electroscopes  and  electrometers,  pocket 
and  survey  types,  including  dosimeters” 
is  changed  to  read: 

(12)  Dosimeters  and  electrometers, 
pocket  and  survey  types,  including  elec¬ 
troscopes  incorporating  radiation  meas¬ 
urement  scales. 

4.  Section  51.71  (a)  (14),  reading: 
“Electrometer-type  electronic  tubes  with 
input,  grid  currents  of  less  than  1.0 
micromicroamperes,  such  as  FP-54, 
RH-507,  Ck-570AX,  VX-32,  and  VX-41, 
and  equivalent”  is  changed  to  read: 

(14)  Electrometer  tubes  designed  to 
operate  with  grid  currents  of  less  than 
0.1  micromicroampere. 

5.  Section  60.71  (b)  (7),  reading: 

“Electrometer  tubes  (as  listed  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (7))”  is  changed  to  read: 
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TITLE  16— COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 


CSiapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission' 

(Docket  3944] 

Part  3 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

HAMILTON  MANUFACTURING  CO. 

Subpart — Using  or  selling  lottery  de¬ 
vices:  §  3.2475  Devices  for  lottery  selling. 
Selling  or  distributing  in  commerce,  push 
cards,  punch  boards,  or  other  lottery  de¬ 
vices,  which  are  to  be  used  or  may  be 
used  in  the  sale  or  distribution  of  mer¬ 
chandise  to  the  public  by  means  of  a 
game  of  chance,  gift  enterprise  or  lottery 
scheme;  prohibited. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  722;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Inter¬ 
prets  or  applies  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as 
amended;  15  U.  S.  C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist 
order,  Hamilton  Manufacturing  Company, 
Docket  3944,  September  7,  1950]. 

This  proceeding  having  been  heard  by 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission  upon  the 
•  (Continued  on  next  page) 
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complaint  of  the  Commission,  the  re¬ 
spondent’s  substitute  answer  thereto,  in 
which  answer  said  respondent  admitted, 
with  certain  exceptions,  all  of  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  fact  set  forth  in  the  complaint, 
and  briefs  and  oral  argument  of  coun¬ 
sel.  and  the  Commission  having  made  its 
findings  as  to  the  facts  and  its  conclu¬ 
sion  that  the  respondent  has  violated  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Act: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondent. 
Hamilton  Manufacturing  Company,  and 
said  respondent’s  officers,  agents,  repre¬ 
sentatives  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device,  do 
forthwith  cease  and  desist  from:  “Selling 
or  distributing  in  commerce,  as  ‘com¬ 
merce’  is  defined  in  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act,  push  cards,  punch 
boards,  or  other  lottery  devices,  which 
are  to  be  used  or  may  be  used  in  the  sale 
or  distribution  of  merchandise  to  the 
public  by  means  of  a  game  of  chance, 
gift  enterprise  or  lottery  scheme.” 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  respond¬ 
ent  shall,  w'ithin  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  it  of  this  order,  file  with  the 
Commission  a  report  in  WTiting  setting 
forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form  in 
W’hich  it  has  complied  with  this  order. 

By  the  Commission,  Commissioner  Ma¬ 
son  concurring  in  the  findings  as  to  the 
facts  and  conclusion,  but  not  concurring 
in  the  form  of  order  to  cease  and  desist, 
for  the  reasons  stated  in  his  opinion  con¬ 
curring  in  part  and  dissenting  in  part  in 
Docket  5203 — Worthmore  Sales  Com¬ 
pany. 

Issued:  September  7,  1950. 

[seal!  D.  C.  Daniel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-9391;  Filed.  Oct.'  24,  1950; 

8:48  a.  m.) 


TITLE  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  I — Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

[Corr.  S.  O.  851,  Arndt.  3] 

Part  95 — Car  Service 

SUBSTITUTION  OF  REFRIGERATOR  CARS  FOR 
BOX  CARS 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Division  3,  held  at 
its  office  in  Washington,  D,  C.,  on  the 
19th  day  of  October,  A.  D.  1950. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  851  (15  F.  R.  3486,  4895),  and 


Wednesday,  October  25,  1950 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


7139 


good  cause  appearing  therefor:  It  is  or¬ 
dered,  that': 

Section  95.851  Substitution  of  refrig~ 
erator  cars  for  box  cars,  of  Service  Order 
No.  851  be,  and  it  is  hereby  further 
amended  by  substituting  the  following 
paragraph  (d)  for  paragraph  (d) 
thereof : 

(d)  Expiration  date.  This  section 
shall  expire  at  11:59  p.  m.,  January  31, 
1951,  unless  otherwise  modified.  Changed, 
suspended,  or  annulled  by  order  of  this 
Commission. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.  m.,  October 
31,  1950. 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  a  copy  of 
this  amendment  and  direction  be  served 
upon  the  Association  of  American  Rail¬ 
roads,  Car*Service  Division,  as  agent  of 
the  railroads  subscribing  to  the  car  serv¬ 
ice  and  per  diem  agreement  under  the 
terms  of  that  agreement;  and  that  notice 
of  this’  order  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  in  the  office 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  (Commission  at 
Washington,  D.  C.,  and  by  filing  it  with 
the  Director,  Division  of  the  Federal 
Register. 


(Sec.  12,  24  Stat.  383,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C. 
12.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  1,  24  Stat.  379, 
as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C.  1) 

By  the  Commission,  Division  3. 

[seal]  W,  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-9393;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


[Corr.  S.  O.  860,  Arndt.  2] 

Part  95 — Car  Service 

SUBSTITUTION  OF  REFRIGERATOR  CARS  FOR 

BOX  CARS  TO  TRANSPORT  FRUIT  AND  VEG¬ 
ETABLE  CONTAINERS  AND  BOX  SHOCKS 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Division  3,  held  at  its 
office  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  19th 
day  of  October,  A.  D.  1950. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  860  (15  F.  R.  5081,  5395),  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefor:  It  is 
ordered,  that: 

Section  95.860  Substitution  of  refrig¬ 
erator  cars  for  box  cars  to  transport 
fruit  and  vegetable  containers  and  box 
Shooks,  of  Service  Order  No.  860  be,  and 
it  is  hereby  further  amended  by  substi¬ 
tuting  the  following  paragraph  (d)  for 
paragraph  (d)  thereof: 


(d)  Expiration  date.  This  section 
shall  expire  at  11:59  p.  m.,  January  31, 
1951,  unless  otherwise  modified,  changed, 
suspended,  or  annulled  by  order  of  this 
Commission 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.  m.,  October 
31.  1950. 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  a  copy  of 
this  amendment  and  direction  be  served 
upon  the  Association  of  American  Rail¬ 
roads,  Car  Service  Division,  as  agent  of 
the  railroads  subscribing  to  the  car  serv¬ 
ice  and  per  diem  agreement  under  the 
terms  of  that  agreement;  and  that  no¬ 
tice  of  this  order  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  in  the  office 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  at 
Washington,  D.  C.,  and  by  filing  it  with 
the  Director,  Division  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

(Sec.  12,  24  Stat.  383,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C. 
12.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  1,  24  Stat.  379, 
as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C.  1) 

By  the  Commission,  Division  3. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  50-9394;  Filed,  Oct.  24.  1950; 

8:49  a.  m.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Production  and  Marketing 
Adn\inistration 

[  7  CFR,  Part  35  1 

United  States  Standards  for  Grades  op 
MILK  for  use  in  Manufacture  of 
Dairy  Products 

EXTENSION  OF  TIME 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  further 
extension*  until  November  30,  1950,  of 
the  period  of  time  within  which  written 
data,  views,  and  arguments  should  be 
submitted  by  interested  parties  for  con¬ 
sideration  prior  to  the  issuance  of  United 
States  Standards  for  Grades  of  Milk  for 
Use  in  the  Manufacture  of  Dairy 
Products. 

The  proposed  standards  are  set  forth 
in  the  notice  (F.  R.  Doc.  50-7204;  15  F.  R. 
5475)  which  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  August  17,  1950. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  20th 
day  of  October  1950. 

[SE.al  Roy  W.  Lennartson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administra¬ 
tor,  Production  and  Market¬ 
ing  Administration. 

IF  R.  Doc.  50-9419;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


'  Previous  extension  was  until  October  31, 
1950  (15  F.  R.  6047). 


[  7  CFR,  Part  961  1 

[Docket  No.  AO-160,  All  R02] 

Handling  of  Milk  in  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
Marketing  Area 

notice  of  reopening  of  hearing  on  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  tentative  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  and  to  order  as 

AMENDED 

Pursuant  to  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C,  601  et.  seq.),  and  in 
accordance  with  the  applicable  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure,  as  amended  (7 
CFR  Part  900),  notice  is  hereby  given  of 
the  reopening  of  the  hearing  held  in 
Philadelphia.  Pennsylvania,  January  25- 
28,  1950,  April  19-21,  1950,  and  May  10- 
12, 1950,  on  proposed  amendments  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement  hereto¬ 
fore  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  and  to  the  order,  as  amended, 
regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania,  marketing 
area.  The  purpose  of  the  reopened  hear¬ 
ing  is  to  afford  interested  persons  the 
further  opportunity  to  introduce  addi¬ 
tional  evidence  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  formula  method  for  establishing 
a  Class  I  price  and,  more  particularly, 
with  respect  to  the  tentative  findings 
and  conclusions  of  the  Assistant  Admin¬ 
istrator,  Production  and  Marketing  Ad¬ 
ministration,  hereinafter  set  forth.  The 
aforesaid  tentative  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  are  based  upon  the  evidence  in  the 
record  of  the  hearing  referred  to  above 
and  the  Assistant  Administrator  is  con¬ 
sidering  the  issuance  of  a  recommeded 


decision  containing  such  findings  and 
conclusions.  The  tentative  findings  and 
conclusions  have  not  received  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

The  reopened  hearing  will  convene  at 
the  Broadwood  Hotel,  Broad  and  Wood 
Streets,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania,  No¬ 
vember  21, 1950,  beginning  at  10:30  a.  m., 
e.  s.  t. 

The  tentative  findings  and  conclusion.s 
of  the  Assistant  Administrator  are  as 
follows : 

The  material  issues  of  record  related  to 
(1)  a  formula  method  for  establishing 
Class  I  price  based  upon  the  report  of 
the  Philadelphia  Class  I  Milk  Price  Com¬ 
mittee  and  <2)  those  issues  which  were 
the  subject  of  decisions  issued  by  the 
Secretary  on  March  30,  1950  (15  F.  R. 
1633)  and  on  June  21,  1950  (15  F.  R. 
4114). 

Tentative  findings  and  conclusions. 
The  tentative  findings  and  conclusions 
with  respect  to  the  issue  numbered  1,  all 
based  on  the  evidence  introduced  at  the 
aforesaid  hearing  and  the  record  thereof, 
are  as  follows: 

A  formula  method  of  establishing  Class 
I  prices  for  this  market  based  upon  (1) 
a  composite  index  of  (a)  wholesale  com¬ 
modity  prices  in  the  United  States;  (b) 
prices  paid  by  Pennsylvania  farmers  for 
mixed  dairy  feed;  (o  prices  received  by 
Pennsylvania  farmers  for  products  other 
than  milk;  (d)  prices  paid  by  Midwest 
condenseries;  (e)  Class  I  sales  by  Phila¬ 
delphia  handlers;  and  (2)  an  automatic 
adjustment  to  be  made  when  supplies 
appear  out  of  line  with  sales,  should  be 
adopted.  The  formula  would  comprise: 
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(1)  A  consolidated  Index  which  is  a 
simple  average  of  the  five  component  in¬ 
dexes  (1936-40=100). 

(2)  A  rate  of  change  of  2.48  cents  in 
prices  for  each  point  change  in  the  for¬ 
mula  index. 

(3)  A  seasonal  adjustment  of  40  cents 
down  in  April.  May  and  June,  and  40 
cents  up  in  October,  November  and  De¬ 
cember  from  monthly  average  annual 
prices  as  determined  by  the  formula 
index. 

(4)  A  bracketing  of  the  formula  index 
so  as  to  result  in  20  cent  changes  in  Class 
I  prices  with  an  arrangement  of  brack¬ 
ets  that  leaves  between  them  about  4 
index  values  through  which  the  index 
must  move  before  a  price  change  occurs. 

(5)  Price  adjustment  based  on 
changes  in  utilization. 

Producers  urged  the  adoption  of  a 
Class  I  price  formula  which  has  been 
developed  by  the  Philadelphia  Class  I 
Milk  Price  Committee,  a  group  of  econ¬ 
omists  and  dairy  experts  appointed  by 
the  Dairy  Branch  of  the  Production  and 
Marketing  Administration  in  December 
1947  to  study  the  problem  of  establish¬ 
ing  minimum  Class  I  prices  in  this  mar¬ 
ket.  The  Class  I  price  formula  herein 
tentatively  recommended  is  patterned 
closely  after  the  formula  developed  by 
the  committee  and  endorsed  by  produc¬ 
ers.  The  price  would  be  related  to  the 
formula  index,  in  accordance  with  the 
Committee’s  recommendation,  by  con¬ 
sidering  the  levels  of  the  index  and  the 
price  in  a  recent  period  to  be  equivalent, 
and  changes  from  this  level  would  be  at 
the  same  rate  per  unit  change  in  the 
formula  index  as  occurred  between  the 
average  for  the  period  1936-1940  and 
the  recent  period  in  which  the  price  and 
index  are  equated. 

It  appears  that  a  formula  method  of 
establishing  Class  I  prices  for  this  mar¬ 
ket  would  have  certain  advantages  over 
prices  established  for  a  relatively  few 
months  following  a  hearing.  Because  of 
the  time  required  to  follow  out  the  pro¬ 
cedure  of  amending  an  order,  a  formula 
based  on  economic  indexes  would  give 
quicker  recognition  to  certain  conditions 
affecting  the  supply  of  and  demand  for 
milk  in  the  marketing  area.  The  adop¬ 
tion  of  a  formula  which  relates  the  price 
to  measurable  economic  conditions,  in 
effect,  gives  notice  to  all  interested  per¬ 
sons  as  to  how  the  price  will  be 
affected  by  economic  changes.  It  is 
readily  recognized  that  the  type  of 
formula  proposed  would  not  always  react 
to  certain  temporary  and  unpredictable 
conditions  which  would  need  to  be  dealt 
with  through  the  hearing  method.  The 
use  of  a  formula  for  establishing  prices 
does  not  prevent  or  hinder  any  inter¬ 
ested  party  from  petitioning'  for  a 
change  in  the  prices  thereby  established 
or  in  the  formula  itself. 

Formula  index.  In  general,  the  basis 
for  the  Philadelphia  Class  I  Milk  Price 
Committee’s  recommendation  of  the  var¬ 
ious  indexes  to  be  included  in  the 
formula  was  that  these  indexes  are 
measures  of  conditions  which  affect  the 
supply  of  and  demand  for  milk,  and 
taken  together,  would  furnish  a  useful 
guide  for  the  level  of  Class  I  prices. 

Although  any  one  of  the  individual 
indexes  proposed  for  use  in  the  formula 


might  not  be  by  itself  a  basis  for  estab¬ 
lishing  Class  I  milk  prices,  each  reflects 
economic  conditions  which  affect  the 
price  of  milk.  The  monthly  index  of 
wholesale  commodity  prices  compiled 
and  published  by  the  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics  of  the  U.  S.  Department  of 
Labor  is  a  general  measure  of  the  level 
of  prices  of  all  commodities,  and  thus 
reflects  changes  in  the  cost  of  many 
items  which  enter  into  the  cost  of  milk 
production  as  well  as  changes  in  demand 
for  all  commodities.  This  index  is  com¬ 
monly  regarded  as  a  reflector  of  general 
business  conditions  that  affect  milk 
prices. 

The  wholesale  commodity  price  index 
for  each  month  is  made  available  by  the 
Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  near  the  end 
of  the  succeeding  month.  It  is  desirable, 
however,  that  the  Class  I  milk  price  be 
announced  somewhat  earlier  in  the 
month.  The  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics 
also  compiles  and  publishes  a  weekly  in¬ 
dex  of  wholesale  commodity  prices  which 
is  available  three  days  after  the  seven 
day  period  to  which  it  applies.  The 
weekly  index  is  based  upon  an  abbrevi¬ 
ated  sample  of  about  one-eighth  as  many 
commodities  as' the  monthly  index.  Ex¬ 
amination  of  the  weekly  and  monthly 
series  shows  that  the  two  indexes  have 
been  close  enough  in  each  month  so  that 
one  might  be  substituted  for  the  other 
in  the  proposed  formula  index.  By  av¬ 
eraging  the  four  latest  weekly  index 
.figures  available,  an  average  commodity 
price  index  would  be  obtained  covering 
about  the  same  period  as  the  latest  avail¬ 
able  data  for  other  components  of  the 
proposed  formula  index.  For  these  rea¬ 
sons  it  appears  advisable  to  use  an  aver¬ 
age  of  the  four  latest  weekly  wholesale 
commodity  price  indexes  in  preference 
to  the  monthly  index.  Because  of  the 
close  correspondence  of  the  weekly  and 
monthly  series,  the  weekly  index  as  pub¬ 
lished  by  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics 
may  be  converted  to  a  1936-1940  base 
period,  as  recommended  by  the  Commit¬ 
tee,  by  multiplying  by  100  and  dividing 
by  the  average  of  the  monthly  indexes 
in  the  years  1936  through  1940. 

Changes  in  the  price  of  mixed  dairy 
feed  concentrates  measure  changes  in 
the  most  important  direct  production 
cost  incurred  by  dairy  farmers  in  this 
area.  Prices  paid  by  farmers  for  mixed 
dairy  feed  as  of  the  15th  of  each  month 
are  obtained  from  feed  dealers  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  by  the  Pennsylvania  Federal- 
State  Crop  Reporting  Service  and  the 
state  averages  are  published  monthly  for 
various  mixtures.  These  prices  are  based 
upon  a  considerably  larger  sample  than 
the  feed  prices  used  by  the  Committee  in 
their  report,  but  this  series  was  started 
only  in  1947.  Based  upon  periods  when 
both  series  are  available,  the  price  pub¬ 
lished  by  the  Federal-State  Crop  Re¬ 
porting  Service  for  20  percent  dairy  ra¬ 
tion  is  most  nearly  comparable  to  the 
series  used  by  the  Committee  and  is 
equivalent  to  about  105  percent  of  the 
prices  used  by  the  Committee.  It  is  ad¬ 
visable  to  use  the  price  with  the  broader 
coverage,  and  it  appears  that  this  price 
may  be  expressed  as  an  index,  compara¬ 
ble  to  the  other  component  indexes  of 
the  proposed  formula  by  multiplying  by 
100  and  dividing  by  105  percent  of  the 


average  of  the  feed  price  series  used  by 
the  Committee  for  the  years  1936-1940. 
It  appears  that  this  index  would  be  a 
reliable  measure  of  the  affect  of  chang¬ 
ing  feed  prices  upon  milk  production 
costs  in  this  area. 

Other  farm  enterprises  besides  milk 
production  are  of  considerable  import¬ 
ance  in  the  Philadelphia  milkshed. 
(Changes  in  prices  received  by  farmers 
for  other  farm  products  are  a  measure 
of  changes  in  the  alternative  opportuni¬ 
ties  for  dairy  farmers  in  use  of  their  labor 
and  other  resources  investment.  Since 
dairy  farmer^s  do,  in  large  measure,  gov¬ 
ern  their  production  by  their  judgment 
of  the  relative  profitableness  of  compet¬ 
ing  farm  enterprises,  it  is  desirable  in 
order  to  maintain  stable  marketing  con¬ 
ditions  that  the  returns  for  the  dairy 
enterprise  be  kept  reasonably  well  in  line 
with  returns  from  alternative  enter¬ 
prises.  Indexes  of  prices  received  by 
Pennsylvania  farmers  for  all  farm  prod¬ 
ucts  and  for  dairy  products  are  published 
by  the  Pennsylvania  Federal-State  Crop 
Reporting  Service.  Although  an  index 
is  not  published  for  prices  received  for 
products  ot^r  than  dairy  products, 
such  an  index  may  be  derived  from  the 
all  farm  products  and  the  dairy  products 
indexes.  The  dairy  products  component 
is  weighted  40.4  percent  in  the  all  prod¬ 
ucts  index.  It  is  expected  that  the  de¬ 
sired  index  would  be  available  directly 
from  the  Federal-State  Crop  Reporting 
Service,  but  pending  definite  arrange¬ 
ments,  it  may  be  derived  from  the  pres¬ 
ently  published  series.  This  index  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  the  best  available  measure  of 
the  relative  attractiveness  of  alternative 
enterprises. 

Prices  paid  by  Midwest  condenseries 
for  milk  are  generally  considered  to  re¬ 
flect  the  effects  of  supply  and  demand 
for  milk  and  milk  products  on  a  national 
scale.  While  dairy  farmers  who  are 
fluid  milk  producers  in  this  area  do  not 
generally  consider  selling  milk  to  a  con- 
den.sery  as  an  alternative  outlet,  changes 
in  condensery  prices  and  the  conditions 
which  bring  these  changes  about  affect 
directly  or  indil-ectly  the  opportunity  of 
Philadelphia  producers  to  sell  their  milk 
at  a  given  price.  The  series  of  condens¬ 
ery  pay  prices  recommended  by  the 
Committee  for  use  in  the  proposed  for¬ 
mula  was  the  average  of  20  condenseries 
listed  in  the  Federal  order  for  the  New 
York  Metropolitan  marketing  area  prior 
to  the  amendment  of  said  order  on  April 
1,  1949,  but  this  is  not  now  a  regularly 
published  series.  It  appears  that  it 
would  make  little  difference  whether 
this  series  of  condensery  prices  or  the 
similar  series  published  by  the  Bureau  of 
Agricultural  Economics  for  18  Midwest 
condenseries  is  used,  inasmuch  as  prices 
for  the  same  condenseries  are  in  each 
series,  excepting  the  two  additional  con¬ 
denseries  at  Coldwater  and  Delta,  Ohio, 
which  were  included  in  the  20  con¬ 
denseries.  The  average  prices  of  both 
series  generally  have  been  nearly  the 
same. .  It  is  recommended  that  the  aver¬ 
age  price  for  18  Midwest  condenseries 
W’hlch  is  regularly  published  by  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Agricultural  Economics  be  used 
in  the  formula.  This  is  the  same  aver¬ 
age  condensery  price  which  is  used  for 
establishing  class  prices  under  the  order 
regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
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Chicago  marketing  area,  and  is  avail¬ 
able  a  few  days  after  the  month  for 
which  the  prices  are  reported. 

The  average  daily  volume  of  total 
Class  I  sales  by  Philadelphia  handlers 
was  recommended  by  the  Committee  as 
a  measure  of  demand  for  Class  I'milk 
in  this  area.  This  figure  would  include 
sales  outside  the  marketing  area  as  well 
as  sales  inside  the  area.  An  examination 
of  the  data  indicates  that  sales  outside 
the  area  are  relatively  erratic  compared 
to  sales  in  the  area.  It  appears  that  in¬ 
area  sales  would  be  a  more  reliable  meas¬ 
ure  of  the  demand  for  milk  in,  this 
market.  This  series  is  compiled  by  the 
market  administrator  from  data  sub¬ 
mitted  by  all  reporting  handlers. 

A  producer  representative  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  condensery  price  index 
be  corrected  for  seasonal  variation  on 
the  basis  of  the  latest  12  monthly  average 
prices,  rather  than  using  the  seasonal 
index  developed  by  the  Committee  w-hich 
was  based  on  data  for  periods  prior  to 
World  War  II  as  well  as  periods  there¬ 
after.  It  was  argued  that  the  most  re¬ 
cent  seasonal  changes  of  condensery 
prices  would  be  characteristic  of  what 
might  be  expected  during  the  operation 
of  the  current  price  support  program  for 
dairy  products. 

Examination  of  the  course  of  condens¬ 
ery  prices  in  post-war  years  shows  much 
irregularity  with  respect  to  seasonal 
movements.  It  may  be  expected  that 
the  operation  of  the  price  support  pro- 
.trram  would  tend  to  result  in  a  minimum 
of  seasonal  variation,  perhaps  .related  to 
product  storage  costs,  but  changes  in 
supply  and  demand  conditions  could 
readily  result  in  wider  seasonal  range 
of  prices.  An  examination  of  the  in¬ 
dexes  of  Cla.ss  I  sales  and  prices  of  farm 
products  other  than  milk  products,  also 
shows  that  the  amount  of  seasonal  vari¬ 
ation  which  may  be  determined  by  sta¬ 
tistical  methods  is  not  pronounced.  For 
all  three  indexes,  present  indications 
are  that  the  amount  of  seasonal  varia¬ 
tion  is  relatively  small  compared  to  the 
absolute  values  of  the  indexes.  Further¬ 
more,  it  is  doubtful  whether  reliable  in¬ 
dexes  of  seasonal  variation  for  these 
three  factors  may  be  developed  in  view 
of  the  irregularities  which  they  have 
shown  in  amount  and  pattern  of  their 
variation  during  consecutive  twelve- 
month  periods. 

It  is  noted  that  the  indexes  of  seasonal 
variation  for  these  three  factors  devel¬ 
oped  by  the  Committee  would,  on  the 
average,  be  highest  in  the  fall  and  winter 
months,  and  lowest  in  the  spring  months. 
If  no  correction  for  seasonal  variation 
is  attempted,  there  is  the  possibility  of 
a  resulting  seasonal  variation  in  Class  I 
prices  somewhat  more  than  that  re¬ 
quested  by  producers.  This  possibility 
must  be  weighed  against  the  possibility 
that  an  attempt  to  correct  for  seasonal 
variation  in  the  above  named  indexes 
might  at  times  result  in  a  contra- 
seasonal  adjustment  of  the  Class  I  price. 
It  is  concluded  that  it  would  be  better 
at  this  time  not  to  adjust  the  component 
indexes  of  the  formula  for  seasonal  vari¬ 
ation,  although  the  development  of  a 
more  definite  seasonal  variation  in  any 
of  the  component  indexes  in  the  near 
future  may  make  such  adjustment 
desirable. 


These  five  statistical  series' combined 
In  an  index  as  recommended  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  and  proposed  by  producers,  would 
appear  to  a  useful  guide  to  Philadel¬ 
phia  Class  I  prices.  Each  of  these  series 
is  converted  to  a  component  index,  with 
a  1936-1940  base  by  dividing  by  the  av¬ 
erage  monthly  figure  of  the  base  period, 
or  the  calculated  equivalent,  as  explained 
above.  The  combined  index,  using  the 
years  1936-1940  as  a  base,  would  have, 
in  general,  paralleled  the  actual  move¬ 
ment  and  changes  in  Class  I  prices  if 
allowance  is  made  for  seasonal  variation 
of  prices.  Through  the  intervening 
years  since  the  base  period,  index  values 
tended  to  change  more  frequently  and 
often  in  greater  amounts  than  actual 
prices. 

How’ever,  as  may  be  seen  from  the 
Committee  Report,  the  selection  of  1926- 
1940  for  the  base  period  did  not  solve  all 
of  the  formula  index  problems  associ¬ 
ated  with  the  determination  of  a  proper 
base  period.  For,  based  on  relations  of 
this  pre-war  period,  index  prices  in  the 
period  since  the  w'ar  seem  clearly  out  of 
line  with  prevailing  market  conditions 
as  well  as  prevailing  prices..  But,  as  the 
Committee  report  shows,  the  fault  in  the 
index  prices  of  recent  years  when  based 
on  the  relation  between  index  values  and 
prices  of  the  1936-1940  period  is  not  in 
the  timing  of  their  changes,  w’hich  ap¬ 
pear  well  articulated  with  the  fluctuat¬ 
ing  relations  of  production  and  market 
sales;  rather,  the  fault  appears  to  lie  in 
the  amount  of  the  price  change  associ¬ 
ated  with  a  given  change  in  the  index. 
The  amount  of  the  price  change  is  evi¬ 
dently  too  great;  for,  such  index  prices 
in  the  more  recent  years  run  on  a  dis¬ 
tinctly  higher  level  and  fluctuate  much 
more  widely  than  the  market  prices  of 
the  period.  For  such  discrepancy  in  in¬ 
dex  prices  it  appears  possible  to  make 
correction.  As  noted  above,  the  Com¬ 
mittee  report  demonstrates  a  method  for 
doing  this.  How  much  this  adjustment 
should  be,  and  how  to  determine  it,  is 
examined  below.  Here  it  only  needs  to 
be  noted  that  by  reducing  the  amount 
of  change  i’3  prices  associated  w’ith 
changes  in  the  index  in  the  1936-1940 
base  period,  it  appears  that  the  move¬ 
ment  of  the  index  in  the  period  since 
the  war  would  have  guided  prices  on  a 
level  and  with  variations  that  seem  upon 
examination  to  be  appropriate  to  pro¬ 
duction  conditions  and  the  relations  of 
production  to  market  disposition  of 
milk. 

With  this  realignment  of  index  values 
and  index  prices  that  is  necessary  in 
order  to  make  the  index  a  reliable  guide 
to  prices  at  the  present  time,  the  1936- 
1940  base  period  appears  to  be  well 
chosen.  This  may  be  said  even  though 
the  need  for  such  an  adjustment  sug¬ 
gests  that  a  post-war  base  period  might 
be  considered.  The  Committee  and  pro¬ 
ponents  of  the  proposed  formula  index 
evidently  did  investigate  the  possibili¬ 
ties  of  a  post-war  base  period  and  found 
the  period  too  short  and  too  unstable  in 
the  relation  of  production  to  market 
sales  and  the  relation  of  prices  to  this 
fluctuating  relationship.  But  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  1936-1940  period,  the  Com¬ 
mittee  found  that  It  was  comparatively 
free  from  such  instability,  and  that  in 
the  period,  as  a  whole,  there  was  good 


enough  balance  between  production  and 
the  needs  of  the  market  to  indicate  that 
the  average  price  of  the  period  repre¬ 
sents  a  reasonable  level.  When  this  av¬ 
erage  price,  which  is  $2.97,  is  equated 
with  the  average  index  value  (100),  and 
morithly  index  prices  are  determined  by 
applying  respective  monthly  index  val¬ 
ues  to  this  average  price,  such  index 
prices,  presumably,  would  have  been  ap¬ 
propriate  market  prices  in  this  base 
period. 

Had  normal  market  conditions  pre¬ 
vailed  in  subsequent  years,  it  is-  likely 
that  index  prices  determined  in  this 
same  one  to  one  relationship  to  index 
values  would  have  been  suitable  market 
prices.  But  war  economy  conditions  in¬ 
tervened  to  change  the  pattern,  and  the 
base  period  relationship  between  the  in¬ 
dex  and  prices  clearly  does  not  hold  since 
the  war  years.  The  base  period  rela¬ 
tionship  is  2.97  cents  change  in  price  to 
one  point  change  in  the  index.  From  the 
Committee  report  it  is  evident  that  some¬ 
thing  less  than  this  amount  of  price 
should  be  associated  with  one  point 
change  in  the  index. 

The  Price  Committee  did  not  attempt 
to  determine  just  what  rate  of  change 
in  relation  to  the  index  is  suitable  for 
recent  years.  Except  for  suggesting 
how'  to  proceed  in  the  search  for  a  rate, 
it  left  the  matter  to  be  determined  on 
the  basis  of  an  appraisal  of  results  ob¬ 
tained  from  a  particular  rate  in  compar¬ 
ison  with  those  from  another.  '  The 
method  suggested  for  discovering  ratios 
to  test  was  to  take  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  average  price  of  some  period 
in  recent  years — when  production  and 
market  requirements  were  well  bal¬ 
anced — and  the  base  period  price  and 
then  to  relate  this  difference  to  the 
change. in  the  index  between  the  two 
periods.  It  seems  clear  that  the  recent 
period  chosen  as  a  point  of  reference 
for  adjusting  the  rate  of  price  change 
in  relation  to  change  fn  the  index  should 
have  these  characteristics: 

( 1 )  It  must  not  be,  as  a  period,  persist¬ 
ently  short  or  long  in  supply.  While 
there  may  be  decided  changes  in  the  re¬ 
lation  between  production  and  market 
requirements,  these  should  balance  out 
so  that  on  the  average  these  relations 
may  be  said  to  be  in  balance. 

(2)  It  must  have  a  pattern  of  prices  in 
relation  to  changing  supply  and  demand 
conditions  that  makes  the  average 
monthly  price  representative  of  the 
level  from  w'hich  the  monthly  prices 
varied  or  should  have  varied  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  changing  relations  between 
market  production  and  disposition. 

With  this  method  of  determining  a 
ratio  of  change,  judged  on  the  basis  of 
the  resulting  prices  produced,  the  ratio 
of  2.48  cents  per  point  change  in  the 
index  would  seem  to  be  a  suitable  ratio. 
The  proposed  formula  index  with  this 
ratio  of  change  to  prices  and  wuth  the 
proposed  bracketing  and  seasonal  price 
adjustments  would  have  given  prices 
that,  from  careful  examination,  appear 
to  be  reasonable  in  relation  to  the  pre¬ 
vailing  and  changing  market  conditions 
of  the  whole  post-war  period.  Although 
the  formula  prices  generally  would  have 
differed  somewhat  from  the  actual  prices, 
these  differences  do  not  indicate  lack  of 
merit  in  the  formula  if  they  appear  rea- 
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sonable  upon  reviewing  marketing  con¬ 
ditions  at  the  time.  Comparing  the 
larger  movements  of  the  formula  prices 
and  actual  prices,  the  changes  were  in 
the  same  direction,  although  generally 
at  a  different  level.  They  would  have 
moved  up  to  their  peak  in  the  last  quar¬ 
ter  of  1948  in  much  the  same  manner  as 
did  actual  prices.  They  would  have 
risen  rapidly  in  late  1946  when  markets 
were  freed  from  war  time  restrictions, 
settled  back  the  first  half  of  1947  and 
recovered  by  the  end  of  the  year.  During 
most  of  1948  formula  prices  W'ould  have 
been  higher  than  actual  prices.  During 
this  period  eastern  and  southern  mar¬ 
kets  were  still  short  of  supplies  and 
demand  was  unabated.  Near  the  end  of 
1948  when  it  could  be  clearly  observed 
that  market  conditions  were  beginning 
to  reverse  themselves  this  formula  price 
would  have  fallen  sharply  and  continued 
downward  during  the  forepart  of  1949  as 
production  conditions  continued  favor¬ 
able.  At  the  close  of  1949  the  formula 
price  would  have  been  slightly  below  the 
price  which  prevailed  and  would  have 
remained  so  until  mid-summer  1950. 

From  this  appraisal  this  particular 
ratio  seems  to  be  satisfactory  for  the 
proposed  formula  index.  This  can  be 
said  without  denying  that  a  ratio 
slightly  higher  or  lower  might  be  equally 
satisfactory;  although  it  appears  that 
it  could  not  vary  much  from  this  figure 
without  resulting  in  more  debatable 
prices.  This  particular  figure  of  2.48 
cents  per  unit  change  in  the  index  was 
derived  in  the  manner  suggested  by  the 
Committee.  From  the  average  Class  I 
price  of  the  3  year  period  January  1947 
through  December  1949  the  average 
price  of  the  base  period  was  subtracted. 
The  difference  in  the  average  prices  of 
these  two  periods  was  divided  by  the 
average  index  value  of  the  3-year  post¬ 
war  period  less  100.  This  particular 
3-year  period  was  taken  because  (i)  its 
average  price  seemed  to  be  representa¬ 
tive  of  post-war  levels  and  (ii)  its  aver¬ 
age  price  appears  to  have  been  a 
reasonable  general  level  with  reference 
to  the  market  conditions  during  the  pe¬ 
riod.  Since  the  end  of  the  w'ar  period 
the  level  of  Philadelphia  Class  I  prices 
has  constantly  shifted.  It  appears  nec¬ 
essary  to  take  a  period  as  long  as  3  years 
in  order  to  have  a  price  truly  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  post-war  price  level.  Three 
full  years  compensate  for  relations  and 
conditions  peculiar  to  any  one  year. 
Moreover,  the  average  price  of  this  pe¬ 
riod  seemed  to  be  a  reasonable  general 
level  for  the  period.  This  consideration 
obviously  is  of  paramount  importance, 
and  may  be  gauged  by  a  careful  scrutiny 
of  the  movement  of  prices  through  the 
period  in  i  elation  to  changing  market 
conditions.  Prices  during  this  period 
moved  generally  in  a  cycle  which  began 
after  the  market  was  free  from  the  w’ar- 
time  price  regulations.  Until  late  1948, 
markets  were  short  and  prices  moved 
upward  to  a  peak  in  the  fall  of  that  year. 
From  there,  with  increasing  supplies 
and  some  slackening  of  demand,  the 
dow’nward  movement  commenced  and 
continued  through  1C49.  On  the  whole, 
the  pattern  of  actual  prices  in  relation 
to  changing  conditions  during  this  pe¬ 
riod  appears  reasonable  enough  at  least 
to  lend  credence  to  the  average  price  as 


a  proper  level  for  the  period.  These  rea¬ 
sons  made  it  logical  to  equate  the  aver¬ 
age  Class  I  price  and  the  average  index 
value  of  this  period  in  the  manner  above 
described. 

If  this  method  and  appraisal  is  valid 
It  must  be  concluded  that  the  ratio  of 
change  in  the  producers’  formula  pro¬ 
posal  is  too  high.  Producers  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  ratio  of  change  be  based 
upon  the  change  in  actual  prices  from 
the  1936-40  base  period  to  the  average 
for  1949,  compared  to  the  concurrent 
change  in  the  index  value.  On  the  basis 
of  the  index  as  herein  recommended,  the 
ratio  resulting  from  using  1949  as  a  sec¬ 
ond  period  would  be  2.86  cents  for  each 
index  point.  Such  a  rate  of  change 
w'ould  have  maintained  prices  through¬ 
out  this  late  3  *  '2  year  period  on  a  higher 
general  level  than  that  of  the  effective 
price.  Unless  w^e  assume  that  the  gen¬ 
eral  level  of  Philadelphia  Class  I  prices 
in  most  of  the  post-war  period  has  been 
too  low,  there  could  be  little  reliance 
placed  in  this  proposed  rate  of  pri^e 
change  as  a  guide  to  prices  for  the 
months  ahead.  Such  an  assumption 
hardly  seems  supportable. 

On  the  strength  of  such  examinat’on 
as  has  been  made,  it  would  seem  this 
formula  index,  with  the  rate  of  price 
change  herein  favored  is  fully  justified. 
There  appears  to  be  no  part  of  this  whole 
post-war  period  when  such  formula 
prices  w’ould  have  been  obviously  out  of 
line  with  supply  and  demand  conditions. 
Even  when  the  index  price  would  have 
been  at  considerable  variance  from  the 
price  that  prevailed,  it  can  hardly  be 
said,  in  most  cases  at  least,  to  be  out  of 
relation  to  changing  market  conditions. 
This  conclusion,  based  as  it  is  upon  a 
look  backward  on  market  conditions,  is, 
of  course,  subject  to  review  in  the  light 
of  exceptions.  But,  actual  prices,  viewed 
in  retrospect,  appear  at  times  to  have 
moved  sluggishly  in  relation  to  changing 
market  conditions.  Perhaps  such  in¬ 
stances  are  examples  of  the  efficacy  of  a 
good  formula:  it  serves  to  keep  prices  in 
a  closer  relation  to  changing  market 
conditions  than  is  usually  achieved 
without  it. 

There  may,  perhaps,  be  objections  to 
this  particular  formula  device  on  the 
grounds  that  it  would  change  prices  too 
much,  that  fluctuations  might  be  greater 
than  desirable.  Such  objection  questions 
the  validity  of  the  index  itself  and  should 
be  supported  by  an  examination  of  its 
components  and  their  weighting  in  the 
combined  index.  And,  of  course,  there 
may  be  objection  on  the  more  general 
ground  that  there  is  little  assurance  that 
it  would  work  well  in  the  future  even 
though  its  results  in  most  recent  years 
would  have  been  reasonably  satisfactory. 
If  such  objection  stems  from  anything 
more  than  a  reluctance  to  place  any  re¬ 
liance  upon  statistical  price  devices,  it 
probably  would  come  from  a  belief  that 
the  relationships  of  statistical  indica¬ 
tors  of  market  conditions  to  each  other 
as  well  as  to  prices  are  likely  to  change 
so  much  in  the  near  future,  that  past 
relationships  are  quite  useless  in  predict¬ 
ing  the  future.  Stated  in  this  broad 
fashion  such  objection  would  appear  to 
rest  more  upon  imagination  than  upon  a 
study  of  the  probabilities.  In  this  con¬ 
nection,  it  should,  of  course,  be  under¬ 


stood  that  no  statistical  device  is 
infallible  and  should  alvrays  be  employed 
experimentally.  But  this  does  not  mean 
that  a  particular  device  should  not  be 
tried,  or  that  it  w’ould  not  be  very  useful; 
unless,  indeed,  the  probability  of  satis¬ 
factory  results  is  found  to  be  low,  or  that 
some  modification  or  quite  different  de¬ 
vice  promises  better  results. 

Incidental  formula  features.  The 
formula  proposal  of  producers  contains 
certain  incidental  provisions  which 
should  be  adopted  as  proposed.  One 
suen  is  the  seasonal  Class  I  price  ad¬ 
justment.  The  pattern  of  seasonal  ad¬ 
justment  of  Class  I  prices  at  the 
beginning  of  each  calendar  quarter 
which  has  been  used  in  recent  years 
should  be  continued.  This  pattern  of 
seasonal  pricing  has  been  accepted  by 
producers  as  a  means  for  encouraging 
more  even  production.  The  effectua¬ 
tion  of  this  seasonal  pattern  is  accom¬ 
plished  by  adding  40  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight  during  the  months  of  October, 
November  and  December  to  the  prices 
the  formula  would  otherwise  produce  for 
these  months,  and  deducting  40  cents 
per  hundredv/eight  for  the  months  of 
April,  May  and  June. 

Another  feature  is  the  20  cent  interval 
of  price  change.  It  has  been  customary 
in  recent  years  to  adjust  the  annual 
level  of  the  price  by  20  and  40  cent  in¬ 
tervals.  This  method  of  adjusting  the 
level  of  the  Class  I  price  coordinates  this 
operation  with  the  seasonal  changes  by 
making  all  changes  in  20  and  40  cent 
intervals. 

Still  another  feature  is  a  bracketing  of 
the  index  so  that  price  changes  will  occur 
only  after  substantial  changes  in  the 
index.  In  order  to  prevent  erratic  price 
changes  from  month  to  month  caused  by 
slight  changes  in  the  index,  it  is  recom¬ 
mended  that  an  interval  be  left  between 
the  formula  index  brackets  so  that  once 
the  index  has  moved  into  one  bracket  a 
reversal  v.’ould  not  immediately  return 
it  to  the  bracket  in  which  it  was  pre¬ 
viously.  Since  in  the  formula  recom¬ 
mendation  made  herein  a  20  cent  price 
change  is  equivalent  to  about  8  index 
points,  an  interval  between  index  brack¬ 
ets  of  4  index  points  would  appear  to 
provide  a  desireable  safeguard  against 
erratic  changes.  With  this  provision  it 
seems  likely  that  the  index  would  work 
satisfactorily  without  the  additional 
provision  suggested  by  producers  which 
would  prevent  price  changes  within  a 
quarter. 

The  location  of  the  mid-points  of  the 
brackets  should  be  determined  so  that 
changes  from  the  price  in  effect  prior 
to  operation  of  the  formula  will  be  in 
20 -cent  intervals.  This  will  be  in  line 
with  the  accepted  custom  in  this  market 
of  making  most  price  changes  in  terms 
of  20-cent  intervals.  Another  factor  to 
be  considered  in  the  numerical  relation¬ 
ship  of  the  index  to  the  Class  I  price  is  th: 
change  in  the  Class  I  butterfat  differen¬ 
tial  effective  July  1,  1950.  In  view  of 
the  approximate  two  cent  reduction  in 
the  butterfat  differential  made  at  that 
time,  and  the  fact  that  most  of  the 
Class  I  milk  tests  about  3.7  percent  fat, 
the  formula  index  when  made  effective 
should  be  related  to  prices  for  4  percent 
milk  which  are  6  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight  less  than  prior  to  this  change. 
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Price  adjustments  based  upon  rela¬ 
tionship  of  supply  and  sales.  An  exami¬ 
nation  of  data  in  the  record  shows  a 
considerable  range  in  the  relationship 
of  producer  deliveries  to  Class  I  sales 
during  the  history  of  the  Federal  order 
in  this  market.  Deliveries-  as  a  per¬ 
centage  of  Class  I  sales  during  periods 
of  12  consecutive  months  varied  from  ^ 
a  low  of  about  103  percent  in  the ' 
twelve  months  ending  July  1946  to  a 
high  of  about  132  percent  in  the  twelve 
months  ending  April  1950.  The  in¬ 
crease  in  these  percentages  was  consid¬ 
erable  since  the  most  recent  data  in 
the  Committee  Report,  and  this  increase 
coincides  with  increases  in  production 
per  day  per  producer  and  the  increase 
in  milk  production  in  the  State  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania.  Since  the  New  York  City  milk- 
shed  overlaps  the  Philadelphia  milkshed, 
it  may  be  expected  that  there  would  be 
general  correlation  of  the  amount  of 
supplies  available  to  handlers  in  the  two 
markets.  It  is  noted  that  the  New  York 
blend  price  declined  considerably  in  re  ¬ 
lation  to  the  Class  I-A  price  during  the 
period  of  April  1948  to  April  1950,  and 
that  during  the  same  period  there  was 
considerable  change  in  the  percentage 
relationship  of  Philadelphia  producer  de¬ 
liveries  to  Class  I  sales. 

One  of  the  most  important  factors  to 
consider  in  establishing  milk  prices  is 
the  relationship  of  available  supplies  to 
Class  I  sales.  The  relationslip  of  pro¬ 
ducer  deliveries  to  Class  I  sales  in  the 
Philadelphia  market  does  appear  to 
change  in  line  with  changes  in  available 
supplies.  It  appears  that  this  relation¬ 
ship  would  be  a  useful  factor  as  part  of 
the  proposed  formula  in  establishing 
Class  I  prices  in  this  market.  Although 
the  formula  index  generally  may  bring 
about  price  changes  which  will  avoid 
maladjustments  between  supplies  and 
sales,  a  statistical  measure  of  the  de¬ 
livery-sales  relationship  would  provide 
an  added  safeguard.  As  stated  in  the 
Committee  report,  important  changes  in 
utilization  might  require  deviation  from 
the  price  determined  by  the  proposed 
formula. 

Two  important  considerations  in  judg¬ 
ing  the  adequacy  of  the  amount  of  milk 
supplied  by  producers  are  the  amount  of 
reserve  over  Class  I  sales  in  the  short 
supply  season,  and  the  amount  of  excess 
over  sales  in  the  flush  season.  Novem¬ 
ber  is  generally  the  month  of  shortest 
production,  and  May  is  generally  the 
month  of  highest  production  in  this 
milkshed.  The  desirable  goal  is  an  ade¬ 
quate  reserve  in  the  short  season,  and 
not  e^essive  supplies  in  the  spring 
montlis.  A  relatively  small  amount  of 
seasonal  variation  in  production  would 
facilitate  achievement  of  this  goal; 
while  on  the  other  hand,  a  relatively 
large  seasonal  variation  in  production 
would  tend  to  result  in  excessive  supplies 
in  spring  months  if  supplies  in  the  previ¬ 
ous  fall  had  been  adequate. 

Seasonal  variation  in  producer  deliv¬ 
eries  during  the  12-month  period  ending 
in  April  1950  was  somewhat  less  than 
in  previous  years.  During  this  period 
receipts  were  about  132  percent  of  Class 
I  sales,  November  receipts  were  about 
115  percent  of  sales,  and  May  receipts 
were  about  ^147  percent  of  Class  I  sales. 


Supplies  during  this  period  appear  to ' 
have  been  more  than  adequate  through¬ 
out  the  12  months.  If,  however,  the 
pattern  of  seasonal  variation  of  pro¬ 
duction  had  been  somewhat  wider,  the 
same  12 -month  ratio  of  receipts  to  Class 
I  sales  would  correspond  to  a  smaller 
amount  of  reserve  in  the  fall  and  a  larger 
surplus  in  the  spring.  In  order  to  allow 
for  the  likelihood  of  some  changes  from 
time  to  time  in  the  seasonal  pattern  of 
production,  a  percentage  of  sales  some¬ 
what  higher  than  132  percent  should  be 
considered  to  be  the  measure  of  exces¬ 
sive  supplies.  It  is  concluded  that  a 
downward  price  adjustment  should  be 
made  if  receipts  during  a  12-month  pe¬ 
riod  exceed  135  percent  of  Class  I  sales. 
This  measure  of  supplies  is  predicated, 
however,  upon  a  seasonal  pattern  of  pro¬ 
duction  and  sales  similar  to  that  in  re¬ 
cent  j^ears.  A  substantial  change  from 
this  pattern  might  indicate  the  need  for 
reexamination  of  this  price  adjustment 
mechanism. 

A  similar  analysis  of  .levels  of  receipts 
and  sales,  likely  to  result  in  fall  short¬ 
ages,  assuming  seasonal  changes  similar 
to  those  in  recent  years,  indicates  that 
w'hen  producer  receipts  for  12  months 
are  less  than  120  percent  of  Class  I  sales, 
that  an  inadequate  supply  of  producer 
milk  may  be  expected  in  the  short  sea¬ 
son.  It  is  recommended  that  an  up- 
W’ard  adjustment  of  the  Class  I  price 
should  be  made  if  this  ratio  of  receipts 
to  Class  I  sales  is  less  than  120  percent. 

The  amount  of  price  adjustment  made 
to  correct  an  excessive  or  short  supply 
should  be  substantial  enough  to  encour¬ 
age  a  change  in  production.  It  is  recom¬ 
mended  that  an  upward  price  adjust¬ 
ment  of  40  cents  per  hundredweight  ap¬ 
ply  if  the  supply  of  producer  milk  is  in¬ 
adequate,  and  a  40  cents  per  hundred- 
W'eight  downw'ard  adjustment  apply  if 
supplies  are  excessive.  These  adjust¬ 
ments  would  be  made  from  the  level  of 
price  indicated  by  the  formula  index. 
However,  because  of  the  possibility  that 
the  foi-mula  index  might  indicate  a  price 
adjustment  which  in  itself  would  tend  to 
correct  the  supply  situation  and  obviate 
the  need  for  further  adjustment,  it  is 
recommended  that  the  price  adjustment 
based  on  the  relationship  of  receipts  to 
sales  should  not  result  in  a  total  change 
in  the  price  from  the  price  in  the  same 
month  a  year  previous  of  more  than  80 
cents. 

It  is  further  recommended  that  this 
price  adjustment  based  on  ratio  of  re¬ 
ceipts  to  sales  not  operate  until  the  other 
parts  of  the  formula  have  been  in  effect 
for  a  full  twelve  months.  This  will  allow 
time  for  the  formula  prices  to  affect  the 
supply  situation  during  most  of  the 
months  used  in  the  12  months  totals  of 
receipts  and  sales.  The  effective  date  of 
this  price  adjustment  is  not  shown  in  the 
order  language,  since  the  effective  date 
of  the  proposed  formula  cannot  at  this 
time  be  pre-determined. 

General  findings,  (a)  The  proposed 
marketing  agreement  and  the  order,  as 
amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
further  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms 
and  conditions  thereof  will  tend  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 


price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds 
and  other  economic  conditions  w’hich 
affect  market  supply  of  and  demand  for 
milk  in  the  marketing  area  and  the  min¬ 
imum  prices  specified  in  the  proposed 
marketing  agreement  and  the  order  as 
amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
further  amended  ,are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a  suf¬ 
ficient  quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome 
milk,  and  be  in  the  public  interest;  and 

(c)  The  proposed  order,  as  amended, 
and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be  further 
amended,  will  regulate  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  same  manner  as,  and  will  be 
applicable  only  to  persons  in  the  respec¬ 
tive  classes  of  industrial  and  commercial 
activity  specified  in  a  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  upon  which  a  hearing  has  been 
held. 

Marketing  agreement  and  amendment 
to  the  order.  Consideration  is  being 
given  to  the  recommendation  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  amendment  to  the  order  as  the 
detailed  and  appropriate  means  by  which 
the  foregoing  tentative  conclusions  may 
be  carried  out.  The  tentative  marketing 
agreement  is  not  included  in  this  notice 
because  the  regulatory  provisions  thereof 
W'ould  be  identical  with  those  contained 
in  the  order,  as  amended,  and  as  hereby 
tentatively  proposed  to  be  further 
amended. 

Delete  §  S61.4  (a)  (1)  and  substitute 
the  following: 

(1)  Class  I  milk.  The  market  admin¬ 
istrator  shall  compute  and  announce  on 
the  15th  day  of  the  month  preceding  the 
month  in  which  the  price  applies  (or  on 
the  next  business  day  if  the  15th  is  a 
holiday)  from  the  latest  available  data, 
the  Class  I  price,  and  the  computations 
indicated  in  subdivisions  (i)  through  (vi) 
of  this  subparagraph. 

(i)  Compute  an  index  of  wholesale 
commodity  prices  by  averaging  the  four 
latest  weekly  index  figures  of  whole.sale 
commodity  prices  published  by  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Labor  Statistics,  United  Stotes 
Department  of  Labor,  and  convert  the 
result  to  a  1936-1940  base  period  by 
dividing  by  0.8028. 

(ii)  Compute  an  index  of  prices  paid 
by  Pennsylvania  farmers  per  hundred¬ 
weight  for  20  percent  protein  mixed 
dairy  feed,  using  a  1936-40  base  period, 
by  dividing  by  .01833  the  price  for  such 
feed  published  by  the  Pennsylvania  Fed¬ 
eral-State  Crop  Reporting  Service. 

(iii)  Compute  an  index  of  prices  re¬ 
ceived  by  Pennsylvania  farmers  for  prod¬ 
ucts  other  than  milk,  from  indexes  of 
prices  received  by  Pennsylvania  farmers 
for  all  farm  products  and  for  dairy 
products,  as  published  by  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Federal-State  Crop  Reporting 
Service  with  the  period  August  1909 
through  July  1914  as  a  base,  by  subtract¬ 
ing  from  the  all-farm  products  index 
the  product  of  the  dairy  price  index  mul¬ 
tiplied  by  0.404  and  dividing  the  result  by 
0.596;  and  converting  the  resulting  in¬ 
dex  to  a  1936-40  base  period  by  dividing 
by  1.0915. 

(iv)  Compute  an  index  of  prices  paid 
for  milk  by  18  Midwest  condenseries, 
using  a  1936-40  base  period,  by  dividing 
by  .013945  the  average  price  paid  at  18 
Midwest  condenseries  used  in  determin¬ 
ing  class  prices  under  order  No.  41  reg¬ 
ulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
Chicago,  Illinois,  marketing  area. 
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(V)  Compute  an  index  of  the  average 
daily  pounds  of  Class  I  milk  sold  by  han¬ 
dlers  during  a  month  in  the  marketing 
area  and  on  any  wholesale  or  retail  route 
from  which  milk  is  disposed  of  in  the 
marketing  area,  using  a  1936-40  base  pe¬ 
riod,  by  dividing  the  monthly  figure  by 
13.807. 

(Vi)  Divide  the  sum  of  the  indexes 
designated  in  subdivisions  (i)  through 
(V)  of  this  subparagraph  by  5.  This 
figure  shall  be  the  formula  index,  and 
shall  determine  the  Class  I  price  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  following  table,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  subdivisions 
(vii)  and  (viii)  of  this  subparagraph. 
If  the  formula  index  value  falls  in  an 
interval  adjacent  to  the  bracket  equiva¬ 
lent  to  the  price  of  the  previous  month, 
the  index  shall  be  considered  to  be  in 
that  bracket;  and  if  the  index  value  shall 
fall  within  any  other  interval  between 
brackets,  it  shall  be  considered  to  be 
within  the  bracket  which  is  adjacent  to 
such  interval  and  nearest  to  the  bracket 
equivalent  to  the  price  of  the  previous 
month. 

ri.ASS  I  TRirE  SrilEDfl.E 


(Class  I  price  per  hiindrcdwciphtl 
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(vii)  For  any  month  the  Class  I  price 
shall  be  40  cents  more  than  the  price 
prescribed  in  subdivision  (vi)  of  this  sub- 
paragraph,  if  receipts  of  milk  from  pro¬ 
ducers  during  the  12-month  period 
ending  with  the  second  preceding  month 
are  less  than  120  percent  of  total  Class 
I  sales  by  handlers  in  the  same  period; 
except  that  a  price  adjustment  pursuant 
to  this  subdivision  shall  not  exceed  an 
amount  which  will  result  in  a  Class  I 
price  equal  to  the  Class  I  price  for  the 
same  month  of  the  preceding  year  plus 
80  cents:  Arid  provided.  That  this  sub- 
paragraph  shall  not  be  effective  until  one 
year  after  the  effective  date  of  this  order 
amending  the  order  as  amended. 

(Viii)  For  any  month  the  Class  I  price 
shall  be  40  cents  less  than  the  price  pre¬ 
scribed  in  subdivision  (vi)  of  this  sub- 
paiagraph,  if  receipts  of  milk  from 
producers  during  the  12-month  period 
ending  with  the  second  preceding  month 
are  more  than  135  percent  of  total  Class 
I  sales  by  handlers  in  the  same  period; 
except  that  a  price  adjustment  pursuant 
to  this  subdivision  shall  not  exceed  an 
amount  which  will  result  in  a  Class  I 
price  equal  to  the  Class  I  price  for  the 
same  month  of  the  preceding  year  minus 
80  cents:  And  provided,  That  this  sub- 
paragraph  shall  not  be  effective  until  one 
year  after  the  effective  date  of  this  order 
amending  the  order  as  amended. 


Piled  at  Washington,  D.  C.  this  20tli 
day  of  October  1950. 

[seal]  John  I.  Thompson, 

Assistant  Administrator, 

IF.  R.  Doc.  6(f-9418;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[  47  CFR,  Part  3  ] 

(Docket  No.  9807] 

Broadcast  of  Network  Programs  By 
Teuevision  Broadcast  Stations 

NOTICE  OF  proposed  RULE  MAKING 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  proposed 
rule  making  in  the  above-entitled  matter. 

2.  It  is  proposed  to  amend  Subpart  E, 
rules  governing  Television  Broadcast 
Stations,  of  Part  3  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations,  by  adding  a  new 
temporary  rule,  or  rules,  to  maintain 
competition  between  television  network 
organizations  and  to  maintain  the  fullest 
possible  availability  of  the  programs  of 
all  networks  to  the  public,  during  the 
present  temporary  period  when  the  num¬ 
ber  of  interconnected  television  stations 
in  many  cities  is  less  than  the  number  of 
network  organizations  available  to  sup¬ 
ply  programs  to  those  cities. 

3.  As  of  September  30, 1950,  there  were 
40  communities  interconnected  by  coax¬ 
ial  cable  or  microwave  relay.  Of  these, 
37  were  communities  where  the  number 
of  stations  was  fewer  than  the  four  tele¬ 
vision  network  organizations  capable  of 
supplying  network  programs.  Although 
this  situation  is  a  temporary  one,  which 
will  be  considerably  ameliorated  when 
the  present  “freeze”  on  licenses  for  tele¬ 
vision  broadcast  stations  is  lifted,  it  oc¬ 
curs  at  a  crucial  time  in  the  development 
of  the  television  industry.  For  this  rea¬ 
son,  ariy  unbalanced  competitive  condi¬ 
tion  among  television  networks  arising 
out  of,  or  aggravated  by,  the  present 
scarcity  of  broadcast  facilities  may  have 
a  serious  and  deleterious  effect  upon  the 
long-range  development  of  the  art  by 
hampering  the  growth  of  sound  networks 
capable  of  meeting  the  public’s  needs  in 
the  future. 

4.  Information  available  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  as  the  result  of  an  informal  sur¬ 
vey  for  a  1-week  period  in  May  1950  leads 
to  the  conclusion  that  an  unbalanced 
competitive  situation  among  the  tele¬ 
vision  networks  does  obtain  at  this  time, 
resulting  at  least  in  part  from  the  scar¬ 
city  of  station  outlets.  Although  this 
is  particularly  the  case  in  the  communi¬ 
ties  with  only  one  station  in  operation,  it 
also  holds,  to  a  lesser  degree,  for' the  two- 
and  three-station  communities. 

5.  The  one-station  communities  not 
only  constitute  the  most  numerous  cate¬ 
gory  but  are  also  those  in  which  a  very 
high  incidence  of  acceptance  of  the  pro¬ 
grams  of  one  network  by  the  stations 
means  the  exclusion  of  the  other  three 
networks  from  those  communities.  Such 
exclusion  increases  the  difficulty  of  main¬ 
taining  competition  between  network  or¬ 
ganizations  in  all  interconnected  cities. 
Data  available  to  the  Commission  in  its 
survey  appear  to  establish  that  such  ex¬ 
clusion  does  prevail  in  these  cities.  Dur- 


Ing  the  above-mentioned  week  In  May, 
one  network  organization  furnished  more 
network  programs  to  the  17  one-station 
communities  studied  than  did  the  other 
three  networks  combined.  This  network 
had  approximately  69  percent  of  after¬ 
noon  network  time  between  1  p.  m.  and 
6  p.  m.  and  65  percent  of  total  network 
time  between  6  p.  m.  and  11  p.  m.  on 
these  17  stations.  Another  network  had 
only  5  percent  of  the  evening  network 
time  carried  by  the  17  stations  although 
it  telecast  approximately  25  percent  of 
the  total  hours  of  network  programs  of¬ 
fered  during  the  week.  The  hours  of 
network  time  taken  by  the  stations  from 
the  network  wdth  greatest  station  ac¬ 
ceptance  are  completely  disproportionate 
to  the  number  of  hours  of  network  pro¬ 
grams  made  available  by  each  of  the  four 
existing  networks. 

6.  During  the  same  week,  the  same 
network  also  had  a  position  of  dominance 
in  the  three  communities  with  two  tele¬ 
vision  broadcast  stations  far  out  of  pro¬ 
portion  to  the  hours  of  programming  of 
the  four  networks.  During  both  after¬ 
noon  and  evening  hours  almost  50  per 
cent  of  the  network  programs  carried  by 
these  stations  were  programs  broadcast 
by  this  network  although  the  number  of 
hours  broadcast  by  this  network  during 
the  week  were  less  than  30  percent  of  the 
total  network  time  offered  by  the  four 
networks.*  One  station  in  each  of  these 
cities  carilbd  that  network  to  the  total 
exclusion  of  the  other  three  during  the 
afternoon  hours.  Two  of  these  stations 
carried  this  network  exclusively  in  the 
evening,  while  the  third  carried  97  per 
cent  of  its  network  time  from  that  net¬ 
work.  Thus,  the  other  three  networks 
were  compelled  to  share  the  only  other 
facility  in  each  city. 

7.  In  the  six  three-station  communi¬ 
ties,  the  situation  was  much  the  same  as 
in  the  two-station  communities,  although 
the  increased  number  of  facilties  avail¬ 
able  naturally  reduced  the  tendency 
toward  unequal  network  development. 
However,  out  of  a  total  of  eighteen  sta¬ 
tions,  ten  carried  only  one  network  dur¬ 
ing  the  afternoon,  and  seven  did  so  in 
the  evening.  Since  six  stations  in  six 
different  cities  carried  the  same  network 
referred  to  above  for  about  99  percent  of 
their  evening  network  time  during  the 
week,  and  since  three  stations  in  three 
separate  cities  carried  another  network 
almost  exclusively,  the  other  two  net¬ 
works  were  competing  for  one  station  in 
three  of  the  cities. 

8.  The  Commission  believes  that  vig¬ 
orous  competition  among  a  number  of 
networks,  which  will  enable  all  of  them 
to  develop  so  as  to  be  capable  of  fulfilling 
future  needs  w'hen  there  are  additional 
television  stations  on  the  air  would  serve 
the  public  interest.  The  Commission 
also  believes  that  the  public  interest  re¬ 
quires  the  fullest  possible  availability  of 
programs  of  all  television  networks.  As 
was  said  in  the  Commission’s  Report  on 
Chain  Broadcasting  (Docket  No.  50C0, 
May,  1941),  “Chain  broadcasting  makes 
possible  a  wider  iK?ception  for  expensive 
entertainment  and  cultural  programs 

*  This  network  had  37.75  hours  of  network 
programs.  All  four  networks  had  a  total  of 
127  hours.  Out  of  159.7  hours  of  network 
programs  carried  hy  the  stations,  the  one 
network  accounted  for  73  5  hours. 
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and  also  for  programs  of  national  or 
regional  significance  which  would  other¬ 
wise  have  coverage  only  in  the  locality  of 
origin.”  It  is  the  Commission’s  duty  to 
see  that  the  benefits  of  network  broad¬ 
casting  are  realized  in  such  a  way  that 
the  programs  offered  by  all  the  networks 
may  be  available  to  the  public,  and  to 
remedy  situations  ^^hich  limit  the  view¬ 
er’s  choice  of  network  programs  to  an 
unreasonable  degree  in  any  particular ' 
locality.  The  dominant  position  occu¬ 
pied  by  one  network  in  all  three  types  of 
communities,  coupled  with  the  high  inci¬ 
dence  of  exclusivity  of  acceptance  of 
the  programs  of  one  network  by  the  sta¬ 
tions  in  the  two-  and  three-station 
cities,  tends  to  prevent  competition  and 
to  deprive  the  public  of  a  diversity  of 
program  choice. 

9.  In  the  light  of  the  Commission’s 
preliminary  study,  the  present  situation, 
which  does  not  appear  to  result  primarily 
from  the  general  availability  of  intercity 
video  channels  oi  the  different  amounts 
of  commercial  time  offered  by  the  net¬ 
works,  may  require  the  adoption  of  a 
temporary  rule,  or  rules,  to  remain  effec¬ 
tive  while  the  scarcity  of  television 
broadcast  stations  persists.  Such  a  rule 
would  have  as  its  chief  purpose  the  pre¬ 
vention  of  a  situation  wherein  one  or 
more  networks  is  able  to  secure  such  a 
dominant  position  as  will  prevent  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  other  networks  capable  of 
meeting  future  needs,  and  the  protection 
of  viewer  choice  of  network  programs, 
without,  of  course,  interfering  with  a 
proper  allocation  of  time  for  the  broad¬ 
cast  of  local  programs.  The  Commission 
believes  that  it  should  have  the  benefit 
of  the  considered  judgment  of  all  inter¬ 
ested  persons  with  respect  to  the  factual 


background  concerning  the  relative  po¬ 
sitions  of  the  networks  as  well  as  policy 
considerations  involved  before  the  spe¬ 
cific  provisions  of  any  such  rule  are 
proposed. 

10.  Any  interested  person  may  file  with 
the  Commission,  on  or  before  November 
13,  1950,  a  written  statement,  brief,  or 
other  comment,  with  respect  to  the  sit¬ 
uation  discussed  herein.  Such  statement 
or  brief  should  give  consideration  to  the 
need  for  rule  making  and  the  type  of 
rule,  if  any,  to  be  adopted.  The  neces¬ 
sity  and  advisability  of  a  rule  limiting  the 
number  of  hours  of  time  which  any  tele¬ 
vision  broadcast  station  may  take  from 
any  one  network,  or  of  an  affirmative  rule 
specifying  a  minimum  number  of  hours 
to  be  taken  from  each  network,  should 
be  discussed.  In  this  discussion,  par¬ 
ticular  consideration  should  be  given  to  a 
rule  providing  that  with  the  exception  of 
one  five-hour  segment  a  week  (to  be 
chosen  by  the  station),  no  station  in  a 
one-station  community  shall  carry  the 
programs  of  any  one  network  for  more 
than  two  hours  a  segment  in  either  the 
afternoon  or  evening  time  segments,  no 
station  in  a  two-station  community  shall 
carry  the  programs  of  any  one  network 
for  more  than  three  hours  within  one 
segment,  and  no  station  in  a  three-sta¬ 
tion  community  shall  carry  the  programs 
of  any  one  network  for  more  than  four 
hours  within  one  segment,  such  rule  to 
be  similar  in  form  to  §  3.634  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations,  the  seg¬ 
ments  referred  to  being  the  1:00  p.  m.  to 
6:00  p.  m.  and  6:00  p.  m.  to  11:00  p.  m. 
segments  set  forth  in  §  3.634.  As  used 
herein,  network  programs  include  not 
only  programs  broadcast  simultaneously 
by  means  of  intercity  relay  but  also  de¬ 


layed  broadcasts  of  network  programs  by 
any  means  whatsoever. 

As  an  Appendix  hereto  are  attached  a 
series  of  summary  statistical  charts  upon 
which  the  figures  in  this  Notice  are  based. 
This  material  summarizes  the  data  se¬ 
cured  by  the  Commission  in  its  prelimi¬ 
nary  study,  most  of  which  were  obtained 
from  newspaper  program  listings  and  af¬ 
filiation  contracts  filed  with  the  Com¬ 


mission. 

Persons  filing  briefs  or  other  comment 
are  requested  to  mention  any  respects  in 
which  they  believe  that  the  facts  set 
forth  herein,  or  in  the  Appendix,  are  in¬ 
accurate  or  do  not  represent  the  true 
situation,  and  to  state  the  reasons  for 
such  belief. 

Reply  briefs  or  statements  may  be  filed 
within  15  days  of  the  date  provided  above 
for  the  filing  of  original  statements.  The 
Commission  will  consider  all  statements 
and  briefs  filed  in  determining  whether 
the  matter  should  be  set  for  hearing. 

11.  The  authority  for  the  proposed 
rule  is  contained  in  sections  4  (i),  303 
(b),  (f),  (g),  (i),  and  (r),  307  (a),  309 
(a)  and  313  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended. 

12.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.764  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  an  original  and  fourteen 
copies  of  all  statements,  briefs,  or  com¬ 
ments  shall  be  furnished  to  the 
Commission. 


Adopted:  October  5,  1950. 


Released:  October  6,  1950. 


Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

T.  J.  Slowie, 

Secretary. 
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Exhibit  A 


TOTAL  STATION  HOURLI  TIME  OF  THE  17  TV  STATIONS  IN  ONE  STATION  C0MI.UNITIES 
With  Percentage  of  Network  Time  of  Each  Network  to  Total  Time 
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BSchibit  B 

TOTAL  UmORK  HOURS  OF  THE  17  TV  STATIONS  IN  ONE  STATION  COID.IDNITIES 
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Exhibit  C 


TOTAL  STATION  HOURLI  TIKE  OP  THE  6  TV  STATIONS  IN  TWO  STATION  COMMUNITIES 
With  Percentage  of  Network  Tiiae  of  Each  Network  to  Total  Tljne 


Network  hours  30.2 
Non-network  hours  124.6 
Total  station  hours  155.0 


6-11  PM 

Network  hours  129.50 
Non-network  hours  80»17 
Total  station  hours  209.67 
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TOTAL  NETWORK  HOURS  OF  THE  6  TV  STATIONS  IN  TWO  STATION  COWMDIIITIES 
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TOTAL  STATION  HOURLY  TIME  OF  THE  18  TV  STATIONS  IN  THREE  STATION  COWMUIIITIES. 
With  Percentage  of  Network  Tine  of  Each  Network  to  Total  Time 
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■i.'/ 
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Exhibit  F 

TOTAL  NETWORK  HOURS  OF  THE  18  IT  STATIONS  IN  THREE  STATION  COUI^IUNITIES 


Tlw  Segment 

1-6  PM 

82*02  Network  Hours  of  18 
TV  Stations 


Time  Serpent 

fe-H  PM 

368*25  Network  Hours  of  18 
TV  Stations 


of.  He^yarlgJarr 

Networks 

Stations 

4 

0 

4 

0 

3 

0 

3 

2 

2 

6 

2 

10 

1 

€ff  the  air 

10 

18 

Eimr.iT  G— 17  Stations  in  1-Station 

1 

Communities,  Time  Segment  6-11  P 

6 

“IT 

M.,  May  14-20, 1950 

I  Number  of  stations) 


I’ercent 

Percenta"e  of  network  time  devoted  by 
stations  to  the  programs  of— 

Percentage  of  total  time  devoted  by  sta¬ 
tions  to  the  programs  of— 

NBC 

CBS 

ABC 

Dumont 

NBC 

CBS 

ABC 

Dumont 

1-9 . 

f 

6 

9 

6 

6 

11 

10-19 . 

3 

3 

8 

7 

1 

a)--j9 . 

6 

2 

1 

2 

3 

30-;;'.) . 

2 

2 

1 

4 

1 

40-49 . 

1 

1 

5 

Ml- 59 

2 

3 

7 

2 

. 

7(»-7<>  -  -  _ 

1 

1 

so  >').  . 

3 

1 

90-99 _  _ _ 

1 

. 

)()U 

Median . . . 

65.  0 

20.8 

12.9 

■  6.0 

47.0 

13.1 

12.9 

5  5 

Kxhibit  11—6  Stations  in  2-Station  Comminities,'  Time  Segment  6-11  P.  M.,  May  14-20,  19.'j0 


[Number  of  stations) 


Percent 

Percentage  of  network  time  devoted  by 
stations  to  the  programs  of— 

Percentage  of  total  time  devoted  by  sta* 
tioiis  to  the  programs  of— 

NBC 

CBS 

ABC 

Dumont 

NBC 

CBS 

ABC 

Dumont 

1-Q 

1 

1 

10-19 . 

2 

3 

2 

20-L*«  .. 

■ 

1 

2 

1 

3(Kt9 . . . 

1 

1 

2 

40-49 

1 

1 

ftV-.VI  .  . 

1 

"  1 

60-419  .. 

1 

TO-79  . 

. 

6(KS9.._  .  . 

1 

110-99  .  __ 

1  1 

100 _  . 

2 

*  Too  few  cases  to  comnute  median. 
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Exhibit  1—18  Stations  in  3-Station  Communities,  Time  Segment  6-11  P.  M..  Mat  14-20, 1950 

(Number  of  stations[ 


Percent 

Percentage  of  network  time  devoted  by 
stations  to  the  programs  of— 

Percentage  of  total  time  devoted  by  sta¬ 
tions  to  the  programs  of— 

NBC 

CBS 

ABC 

Dumont 

NBC 

CBS 

ABC 

Dumont 

1-9 . 

2 

2 

1 

2 

2 

1 

10-19 . 

1 

2 

20-2<» . 

1 

1 

1 

2 

30-39 . 

1 

2 

3 

2 

4<M9 . 

1 

1 

1 

1 

Ii0-.'i9 . . . 

1 

1 

i 

4 

1 

60-69 . 

1 

2 

3 

1 

70-79 . 

1 

1 

2 

80-89 . 

90-99 . • . 

2 

2 

100 . 

4 

2 

1 

Median _  _  _ 

t9.3 

87.9 

45.0 

37.5 

66.  7 

*52.5 

31.7 

22.5 

Exhibit  J— Network  Time  Carried  by  the  17  One-Station  Communities  in  the  Time  Period  6-11  P.  M.,  May  14-20,1950 
[N— NBC.  A— ABC.  C— CBS.  D— Dumont.  U— Unafliliated] 


City 

Call  letters 

TV  net¬ 
work 
.alTilia- 
tion 

AM  net¬ 
work 
alFilia- 
tiou 

NBC 

CBS 

ABC 

Dumont 

Tot.al 

Hourly 

time 

Percent  of 
total 
network 

Hourly 

time 

Percent  of 
total 
network 

Hourly 

time 

Percent  of 
total 
network 

Hourly 

time 

Percent  of 
tOtill 
network 

Hours 

Network 
IM'rc'cnt 
of  total 
time 

Network 

On  air 

.\lbany-Schenectady- 

Troy,  N.  Y . 

WRGB-TV 

NCAD 

N 

20.  .50 

(’>8.3 

6.00 

20.0 

2.00 

6.7 

1..50 

.5.0 

.30.00 

3.5.0 

8.5.7 

Buflalo,  N.  Y _ 

WBF.N-TV 

NCAl) 

N 

17.  (K) 

(4.8 

4.75 

18.1 

3.  (HI 

11.4 

1..50 

6.7 

26.  25 

.35.  0 

7.5.0 

Erie,  Pa _ 

WICU 

NCAD 

14.  2.5 

•55.3 

6.  a) 

23.3 

3. 00 

11.  7 

2.50 

9.  7 

25.  75 

35  0 

73  6 

(Irahd  Rapids,  Mich _ 

WLAV-TV 

NCA 

A 

12.(X) 

.53.3 

4.75 

21.1 

5.  75 

2.5.6 

22.50 

32. 09 

70  1 

l.ancikster,  Pa _ 

WCAL 

NCD 

N 

22.25 

7t>.  1 

Z.50 

8.6 

3.  ,50 

12.0 

1.00 

3.4 

29.  25 

34.  92 

8;i.8 

I.ansing,  Mich _ 

WJIM-TV 

A 

11.  .50 

(’3.  0 

1.25 

6.8 

.5.50 

.30. 1 

18.  25 

28.  (H) 

65  0 

Milwaukee,  Wis _ 

VVTMJ-TV 

NCAD 

N 

12.7.5 

f  S.  S 

5.25 

26.3 

2.00 

10.  0 

20. (X) 

.34.  16 

.58  5 

New  Haven,  Conn _ 

WNHC-TV 

N('AD 

U 

10.  75 

.37.1 

13.25 

4.5.7 

3.50 

12. 1 

1..V) 

5.2 

29. (X) 

35. 0 

82.9 

•Norfolk,  Va . . 

WTAR-TV 

NCAD 

N 

21.75 

81.3 

2.50 

9.3 

2. 00 

7.5 

..50 

1.9 

26.  75 

30.  25 

88.4 

Pittsburgh,  Pa _ 

WDTV 

NCAD 

U 

7.  .50 

.30.6 

7.  .50 

30.6 

5.  (M1 

20.4 

4.  .50 

18.4 

24.  .50 

3.5. 0 

70.0 

Providence,  U.  I _ 

W  JAR-TV 

NC 

N 

17.25 

80.  2 

2.7.5 

12.8 

1.00 

4.7 

..50 

2.3 

21.50 

34.83 

61.7 

Richmond,  Va . 

WTVR 

Nf’AD 

N 

18.  00 

()9.  2 

5.50 

21.2 

1..50 

.5.8 

l.(K) 

3.8 

26.  00 

31.27 

83.1 

Rochester,  N.  Y . 

WHAM-TV 

NCAD 

N 

17.  25 

('■7. 0 

5.  50 

21.4 

2.00 

7.8 

l.tX) 

3.9 

25.  75 

35. 0 

73.6 

St.  Louis.  Mo _ 

KSD-TV 

NCAD 

N 

IS.  00 

61.0 

5.  50 

18.6 

3. 00 

10.2 

3. 00 

10.2 

29.  .50 

35.  0 

84.3 

Toledo,  Ohio . 

\VI4PD-TV 

NC 

N 

9.  .50 

41.3 

7.50 

32.6 

3.50 

15.2 

2.50 

10.9 

2:t.(X) 

30. 15 

76.3 

WKTV 

NCA 

U 

2:1.  25 

86.9 

2. 00 

7.  5 

1.50 

5.6 

26.  75 

3;{.  52 

79  8 

Wl)  EL-TV 

N 

N 

27.  25 

96.5 

l.(X) 

3.5 

28.  25 

83 

M.  5 

Total . . 

280.  75 

64.8 

83.50 

19.3 

47.  75 

11.0 

21.00 

4.8 

433.  00 

.568. 13 

76.2 

E.^ifc'iT  K— Network  Time  Carried  ey  the  3  Two-Station  Communities  and  the  6  Three-Station  Communities,  in  the  Time  Period  6-11  P.  M.,  May  14-20,  1950 

[N— NBC.  A— ABC.  C— CBS.  D— Dumont.  U— Unntniiatcd]  -- 


1 

NBC 

CBS 

ABC 

Dumont 

Total 

TV  net- 

AM  net- 

1 

City 

Call  letters 

work 

aliilia- 

tion 

work 

atrilia- 

tion 

Hourly 

Pereent  of 

Hourly 

time 

Percent  of 
total 
network 

Hourly 

time 

Percent  of 
total 
network 

Hourly 

Percent  of 

Hours 

Network 

IKTcent 

time 

network 

time 

network 

Network 

On  air 

of  total 
time 

.-station  communities: 

WBZ-TV 

1  W.\AC-TV 

NC 

U 

N 

MBS 

[  17.50 

42.7 

12.25 

29.9 

6.  .50 

13.4 

6.75 

14.0 

41.00 

70.00 

.58.6 

Dayton,  Ohio _ 

WH  10-TV 
[  WLWI) 

ACD 

N 

C 

u 

1  13.00 

.36.4 

10.75 

30.1 

3.50 

8.  .50 

23.8 

3.5.75 

70.00 

51.  1 

Syracuse,  N.  Y _ 

WHEN 
\  WSYR-TV 

ACD 

N 

u 

N 

}  28.25 

53.6 

15.50 

29.4 

3.50 

6.6 

.5.  .50 

10.4 

52.  75 

69.  67 

7.5.  7 

.58.  75 

4,5.4 

38.  .50 

29.7 

12.50 

9.  7 

19.75 

15.3 

129.  50 

209.  67 

61.  S 

station  communities; 

WMAR-TV 

C 

u 

Baltimore,  Md _ 

WBAL-TV 

N 

N 

21.  25 

30.8 

24.00 

34.8 

14.  75 

21.4 

9.00 

13.0 

(  9.  00 

10.5.  00 

6.5.7 

WAAM 

AD 

IJ 

WKRC^TV 

U 

C 

Cincinnati,  Ohio _ 

WLWT 

N 

N 

22.75 

34.3 

19.  75 

29.8 

11.50 

17.4 

12.25 

18.5 

66.25 

105.00 

63. 1 

WCPO-TV 

AD 

MBS 

WEWS 

AC 

U 

Cleveland,  Ohio... 

WXEL 

AD 

u 

26.25 

38.6 

16.60 

24.3 

12.76 

18.8 

12.50 

18.4 

68.00 

104.24 

65.  2 

WNBK 

N 

N 

WLWC 

N 

U 

Columbus,  Ohio... 

WBNS-TV 

C 

c 

19.50 

32.9 

16.50 

27.8 

13.00 

21.9 

10.25 

17.3 

59.25 

100.93 

58.7 

WTVN 

AD 

u 

WJBK-TV 

CD 

u 

Detroit,  Mich _ 

WWJ-TV 

N 

N 

23.25 

37.2 

16.75 

26.8 

18.00 

28.8 

4.50 

7.2 

62.50 

100.06 

62.5 

WXYZ 

A 

A 

WCAU-TV 

C 

C 

Philadelphia,  Pa _ 

WFIL-TV 

AD 

A 

22.50 

35.6 

20.75 

32.8 

14.00 

22.1 

6.00 

9.5 

63.25 

104.50 

60.5 

WPTZ 

N 

U 

135.50 

34.9 

114.25 

29.4 

84.00 

21.6 

54.50 

14.0 

388.25 

619.  73 

C2.6 

1  1 

_ 

_ _ 
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Exhibit  L 

Onk  4-Station  Community  (Washington,  D.  C,),  Time  Segment  6-11  P,  M.,  Mat  14-20,  1950 


% 

W’XBW 

(NBC) 

WOIO 

(CBS) 

WMAL 

(ABC) 

WTTQ 

(Dumont) 

26.50 

24.50 

15.50 

19.50 

30.00 

28.  75 

20.75 

24. 75 

35.00 

35.00 

35.00 

32.25 

One  7-Station  Community  >  (New  York),  Time  Segment  6-11  P.  M.,  May  14-20,  1950 


WNBT 

(NBC) 

WCBS-TV 

(CBS) 

WJZ-TV 

(ABC) 

WABD 

(Dumont) 

20.  .50 

28,00 

19.25 

24.50 

7'otal  network  hours  programmed  by  networks _ .* _ 

30.  (K) 

28.75 

20.  75 

24  75 

34.50 

35.00 

25.00 

34.00 

'  The  other  throe  stations,  WPIX,  WOR-TV,  and  WATV  carried  local  programs  exclusively. 


Exhibit  M— Network  Time  Telecast  by  Type  or 
Program,  May  14-20, 1950 


[1-6  p.  m.] 


Com¬ 

mercial 

Coop¬ 

erative 

Sus¬ 

taining 

Total 

Nrnn 

2.00 

6.00 

1.00 

2.50 

6.75 

2.50 

,60 

2.50 

7.75 

7.50 

2. 50 
6.0) 

CBS  _  _ 

ABC . 

1.00 

Total _ 

10.50 

1.00 

11.25 

22.  75 

(6-11  p.  m.) 


NBC . 

21.  75 

7.25 

30.  Oi 

CBS . . . 

16.75 

11.00 

28.  75 

ABO . 

7.0) 

10.75 

20.  75 

Dumont.  _ 

3.50 

13.25 

8.00 

24.75 

Total _ 

49.00 

18.25 

37.00 

104.2.'. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  50-9425;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 
8:55  a.  m.) 


NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

California 

CLASSIFICATION  ORDER 

September  15,  1950. 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  dele¬ 
gated  to  me  by  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  by  Order  No.  319 
dated  July  19,  1948  (43  CFR  50.451  (b) 
(3),  13  F.  R.  4278),  I  hereby  classify 
under  the  Small  Tract  Act  of  June  1, 
1938  <52  Stat.  609),  as  amended  July  14, 
1945  <59  Stat.  467,  43  U.  S.  C.  682a).  as 
hereinafter  indicated,  the  following  de¬ 
scribed  land  in  the  Sacramento,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  land  district,  embracing  approxi¬ 
mately  105  acres, 

California  Small  Tract  Classification 
No.  238 

For  lease  and  sale  for  home.sites  only: 

T  30  S..  R.  33  E..  M.  D.  M. 

Sec.  15.  Sy2NE‘4SE‘4SW>4  and  W»iSE'4 
fciE’4SW>4  (exclusive  of  portion  in  con¬ 
flict  with  Mineral  Survey  5793). 

Sjc.  19.  N'iS\V>4SE>4,  NV2NE>4fE'4SE>4 
and  W»/2NW'4SE>4SE'4. 

See.  21,  S>2SE’4SE«4.  S»4N\V'4SE’4SE>4, 
NEV4SW>4SE»4.  SE'4NW'4SEVi  and 
NW'4SE'4  (exclusive  of  portion  in  con¬ 
flict  with  Mineral  Survey  5794). 

The  lands  are  situated  in  Kern  County. 
California,  about  10  miles  east  of  the 
Town  of  Caliente.  They  can  be  reached 
over  secondary  roads  leading  from 
Caliente,  which  roads  are  known  as  the 
Caliente  Creek  and  San  Canyon  Roads. 

The  lands  are  rough  but  partly  extend 
into  the  canyons  where  space  is  avail¬ 
able  for  the  location- of  buildings. 

Some  of  the  tracts  are  traversed  by 
streams,  and  the  area  generally  possesses 
attractive  possibilities  for  mountain 
homesites.  The  nearest  town  of  any 
size  is  Bakersfield,  California,  approxi¬ 
mately  40  miles  distant. 

2.  As  to  appheations  regularly  filed 
prior  to  9:00  a.  m.,  June  27, 1949,  and  are 
for  the  type  of  site  for  which  the  land  is 
classified,  this  order  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  upon  the  date  it  is  signed. 


3.  As  to  the  land  not  covered  by  appli¬ 
cations  referred  to  in  paragraph  2,  this 
order  shall  not  become  effective  to  per¬ 
mit  leasing  under  the  Small  Trace  Act 
until  10:00  a.  m.,  November  17.  1950.  At 
that  time  such  land  shall,  subject  to  valid 
existing  rights,  become  subject  to  appli¬ 
cation  as  follows: 

(a)  Ninety-day  preference  period  for 
qualified  veterans  of  World  War  II  from 
10:00  a.  m.,  November  17,  1950,  to  close 
of  business  on  February  15,  1951. 

(b)  Advance  period  for  veterans’  si¬ 
multaneous  filings  from  9:00  a.  m.,  June 
27,  1949,  to  10:00  a.  m.,  November  17, 

1950. 

4.  Any  of  the  land  remaining  unappro¬ 
priated  shall  become  subject  to  applica¬ 
tion  under  the  Small  Tract  Act  by  the 
public  generally,  commencing  at  10:00 
a.  m.,  February  16,  1951. 

(a)  Advance  period  for  simultaneous 
non-preference  filings  from  9:00  a.  m.. 
June  27, 1949  to  10:00  a.  m.,  February  16. 

1951. 

5.  Applications  filed  within  the  periods 
mentioned  in  paragraphs  3(b)  and  4  (a) 
W’iil  be  treated  as  simultaneously  filed. 

A  veteran  shall  accompany  his  appli¬ 
cation  with  complete  photostatic,  or 
other  copy  (both  sides) ,  of  his  certificate 
of  honorable  discharge,  or  of  an  official 
document  of  his  branch  of  the  service 
which  shows  clearly  his  honorable  dis¬ 
charge  as  defined  in  §  181.36  of  Title  43  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  or  con¬ 
stitutes  evidence  of  other  facts  upon 
which  the  claim  for  preference  is  based 
and  which  shows  clearly  the  period  of 
service.  Other  persons  claiming  credit 
for  service  of  veterans  must  furnish  like 
proof  in  support  of  their  claims.  Per¬ 
sons  asserting  preference  rights,  through 
settlement  or  otherwise,  and  those  hav¬ 
ing  equitable  claims,  shall  accompany 
their  application  by  duly  corroborated 
statements  in  support  thereof,  setting 
forth  in  detail  all  facts  relevant  to  their 
claims. 

6.  All  of  the  land  will  be  leased  in 
tracts  of  approximately  5  acres,  each 
being  approximately  330  by  660  feet,  the 
longer  dimension  to  extend  north  and 
south  (except  as  indicated  on  plats  filed 
in  the  Sacramento  Land  Office). 


7.  Preference  right  leases  refen-ed  to 
in  paragraph  2  will  be  issued  for  the  land 
described  in  the  application  irrespective 
of  the  direction  of  the  tract,  provided  the 
tract  conforms  to  or  is  made  to  conform 
to  the  area  and  the  dimension  specified 
in  paragraph  6. 

8.  Where  only  one  5-acre  tract  in  a 
10-acre  subdivision  is  embraced  in  a 
preference  right  application,  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  the  remaining  5-acre  tract  ex¬ 
tending  in  the  same  direction  will  be 
accepted  in  order  to  fill  out  the  subdivi¬ 
sion  notwithstanding  the  direction  spec¬ 
ified  in  paragraph  6. 

9.  Leases  w'ill  be  for  a  period  of  five 
years  at  an  annual  rental  of  $5.00  pay¬ 
able  for  the  entire  lease  period  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  the  issuance  of  the  l^c. 
Leases  will  contain  an  option  to  purchase 
clause  at  the  appraised  value  of  $20.00 
per  acre,  application  for  which  may  be 
filed  at  or  after  the  expiration  of  one 
year  from  date  the  lease  is  issued. 

10.  Tracts  will  be  subject  to  rights-of- 
way  not  exceeding  33  feet  in  width  along 
or  near  the  edges  thereof  for  road  pur¬ 
poses  and  public  utilities.  Such  rights- 
of-w’ay  may  be  utilized  by  the  Federal 
Government,  or  the  State,  county  or  mu¬ 
nicipality  in  w'hich  the  tract  is  situated, 
or  by  any  agency  thereof.  The  rights- 
of-way  may.  in  the  discretion  of  the  au¬ 
thorized  officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  be  definitely  located  prior 
to  the  issuance  of  the  patent.  If  not  so 
located,  they  may  be  subject  to  location 
after  patent  is  issued. 

11.  All  inquiries  relating  to  these  lands 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Manager. 
Land  Office,  Sacramento,  California. 

L.  T.  Hoffman, 
Regional  Administrator. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  60-9421:  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950, 
8:55  a.  m.J 


California 
classification  order 

October  13,  1950. 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Director,  Bureau  of  Land 


Wednesday,  October  25,  1950 
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Management,  by  Order  No.  427  dated 
August  16,  1950  (15  P.  R.  5641,  §  2.21),  I 
hereby  classify  under  the  Small  Tract 
Act  of  June  1,  1938  (52  Stat.  609),  as 
amended  July  14,  1945  (59  Stat.  467,  43 
U.  S.  C.  682a),  as  hereinafter  indicated, 
the  following  described  land  in  the  Los 
Angeles,  California,  land  district,  em¬ 
bracing  approximately  80  acres, 

California  Small  Tract  Classification  No. 
244 

For  lease  and  sale  for  homesites  only: 

T.  6  N.,  R.  5  W.,  S.  B.  M., 

Sec.  12,  wy2SW^^. 

The  land  is  situated  on  the  Mojave 
Desert  in  San  Bernardino  County,  Cali¬ 
fornia.  It  can  be  reached  over  U.  S. 
Highway  66  to  Victorville,  California, 
and  thence  by  dirt  road.  The  nearest 
town  that  contains  all  the  usual  commu¬ 
nity  services  is  Victorville,  approximately 
6  miles  distant.  Water  for  domestic  pur¬ 
poses  can  probably  be  obtained  by  sink¬ 
ing  shallow  wells. 

2.  As  to  applications  regularly  filed 

prior  to  9:00  a.  m.,  September  29,  1950, 
and  are  for  the  type  of  site  for  w’hich 
the  land  is  classified,  this  order  shall 
become  effective  upon  the  date  it  is 
signed.  ^ 

3.  As  to  the  land  not  covered  by  ap¬ 
plications  referred  to  in  paragraph  2,  this 
order  shall  not  become  effective  to  per¬ 
mit  leasing  under  the  Small  Tract  Act 
until  10:00  a.  m.,  December  15,  1950.  At 
that  time  such  land  shall,  subject  to  valid 
existing  rights,  become  subject  to  appli¬ 
cation  as  follows : 

(a)  Ninety-day  preference  period  for 
qualified  veterans  of  World  War  II  from 
10:00  a.  m.,  December  15,  1950,  to  close 
of  business  on  March  15,  1951. 

(b)  Advance  period  for  veterans’  si¬ 
multaneous  filings  from  9:00  a.  m.,  Sep¬ 
tember  29, 1950,  to  10:00  a.  m.,  December 

15,  1950. 

4.  Any  of  the  land  remaining  unap¬ 
propriated  shall  become  subject  to  appli¬ 
cation  under  the  Small  Tract  Act  by  the 
public  generally,  commencing  at  10:00 
a.  m.,  March  16,  1951, 

(a)  Advance  period  for  simultaneous 
nonpreference  filings  from  9:00  a.  m., 
September  29, 1950,  to  10:00  a.  m.,  March 

16,  1951. 

5.  Applications  filed  within  the  periods 
mentioned  in  paragraphs  3  (b)  and  4  (a) 
will  be  treated  as  simultaneously  filed. 

A  veteran  shall  accompany  his  appli¬ 
cation  with  a  complete  photostatic,  or 
other  copy  (both  sides) ,  of  his  certificate 
of  honorable  discharge,  or  of  an  official 
document  of  his  branch  of  the  service 
which  shows  clearly  his  honorable  dis¬ 
charge  as  defined  in  §  181.36  of  Title  43 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  or 
constitutes  evidence  of  other  facts  upon 
which  the  claim  for  preference  is  based 
and  which  shows  clearly  the  period  of 
service.  Other  persons  claiming  credit 
for  service  of  veterans  must  furnish  like 
proof  in  support  of  their  claims.  Per¬ 
sons  asserting  preference  rights,  through 
settlement  or  otherwise,  and  those  hav¬ 
ing  equitable  claims,  shall  accompany 
their  application  by  duly  corroborated 
statements  in  support  thereof,  setting 
forth  in  detail  all  facts  relevant  to  their 
claims. 


6.  All  of  the  land  will  be  leased  in 
tracts  of  approximately  5  acres,  each 
being  approximately  330  by  660  feet,  the 
longer  dimension  to  extend  east  and 
west. 

7.  Preference  right  leases  referred  to 
In  paragraph  2  will  be  issued  for  the 
land  described  in  the  application  irre¬ 
spective  of  the  direction  of  the  tract, 
provided  the  tract  conforms  to  or  is 
made  to  conform  to  the  area  and  the 
dimension  specified  in  paragraph  6. 

8.  Where  only  one  5-acre  tract  in  a 
10-acre  subdivision  is  embraced  in  a 
preference  right  application,  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  the  remaining  5-acre  tract 
extending  in  the  same  direction  will  be 
accepted  in  order  to  fill  out  the  subdi¬ 
vision  notwithstanding  the  direction 
specified  in  paragraph  6. 

9.  Leases  will  be  for  a  period  of  five 
years  at  an  annual  rental  of  $5.00  pay¬ 
able  for  the  entire  lease  period  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  the  issuance  of  the  lease. 
Leases  will  contain  an  option  to  pur¬ 
chase  clause  at  the  appraised  value  of 
$10.00  per  acre,  application  for  which 
may  be  filed  at  or  after  the  expiration 
of  one  year  from  date  the  lease  is  issued. 

10.  Tracts  will  be  subject  to  rights-of- 
way  not  exceeding  33  feet  in  w’idth  along 
or  near  the  edges  thereof  for  road  pur¬ 
poses  and  public  utilities.  Such  rights- 
of-way  may  be  utilized  by  the  Federal 
Government,  or  the  state,  county  or  mu¬ 
nicipality  in  W’hich  the  tract  is  situated, 
or  by  any  agency  thereof.  The  rights- 
of-way  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  au¬ 
thorized  officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  be  definitely  located  prior 
to  the  issuance  of  the  patent.  If  not  so 
located,  they  may  be  subject  to  location 
after  patent  is  issued. 

11.  All  inquiries  relating  to  these  lands 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Manager, 
Land  Office,  Los  Angeles,  California. 

L.  T.  Hoffman, 
Regional  Administrator. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  60-9420:  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 

8:55  a.  m.] 


Bureau  of  Reclamation 

Area  Engineer,  Grand  Junction,  Colo. 

REDELEG.ATION  OF  AUTHORITY  TO  AWARD  AND 

EXECUTE  CONTRACTS  FOR  SUPPLIES  AND 

SERVICES 

October  11, 1950. 

Section  1.  Contracts.  Pursuant  to  the 
authority  contained  in  section  50  of  De¬ 
partmental  Order  2509  (14  F.  R.  306), 
subject  to  applicable  regulations  and  ap¬ 
propriations,  the  Area  Engineer,  Grand 
Junction  Area  Office,  Grand  Junction, 
Colorado,  may: 

(a)  Aw’ard  and  execute  contracts  for 
supplies  or  services  where  the  amount 
does  not  exceed  $10,000; 

(b)  Approve  and  execute  change 
orders  and  extra  work  orders  pursuant 
to  contracts  for  supplies  or  services  where 
the  amount  dofis  not  exceed  $10,000; 

(c)  Approve  and  enter  into  modifica¬ 
tions  of  contracts  for  supplies  or  services 
which  are  legally  permissible,  and  ter¬ 
minate  such  contracts  if  such  action  is 


legally  authorized,  where  the  amount 
does  not  exceed  $10,000. 

G.  W.  Line  WEAVER, 

Acting  Commissioner 
of  Reclamation. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  50-9375;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 
8:45  a.  m.l 


Area  Engineer,  Rock  Springs,  Wyo. 

REDELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY  TO  AWARD  AND 

EXECUTE  CONTRACTS  FOR  SUPPLIES  AND 

SERVICES 

October  11, 1950, 

Section  1.  Contracts.  Pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  section  50  of 
Departmental  Order  2509  (14  F,  R.  306), 
subject  to  applicable  regulations  and  ap¬ 
propriations,  the  Area  Engineer,  Upper 
Green  River  Area  Office,  Rock  Springs, 
Wyoming,  may; 

(a)  Award  and  execute  contracts  for 
supplies  or  services  where  the  amount 
does  not  exceed  $10,000; 

(b)  Approve  and  execute  change  or¬ 
ders  and  extra  work  orders  pursuant  to 
contracts  for  supplies  or  services  w’here 
the  amount  does  not  exceed  $10,000; 

(c)  Approve  and  enter  into  modifica¬ 
tions  of  contracts  for  supplies  or  services 
which  are  legally  permissible,  and  termi¬ 
nate  such  contracts  if  such  action  is 
legally  authorized,  wdiere  the  amount 
does  not  exceed  $10,000, 

G.  W.  Lineweaver, 

Acting  Commissioner 
of  Reclamation. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-9376;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 

8:45  a.  m.J 


Area  Engineer,  Ogden,  Utah 

REDELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY  TO  AWARD  AND 

EXECUTE  CONTRACTS  FOR  SUPPLIES  AND 

SERVICES 

October  11, 1950. 

Section  1.  Contracts.  Pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  section  50  of 
Departmental  Order  2509  (14  F.  R.  306), 
subject  to  applicable  regulations  and  ap¬ 
propriations,  the  Area  Engineer,  Weber 
Basin  Area  Office,  Ogden,  Utah,  may: 

(a)  Award  and  execute  contracts  for 
supplies  or  services  w-here  the  amount 
does  not  exceed  $10,000; 

(b)  Approve  and  execute  change 
orders  and  extra  work  orders  pursuant 
to  contracts  for  supplies  or  services 
where  the  amount  does  not  exceed 
$10,000; 

(c)  Approve  and  enter  into  modifica¬ 
tions  of  contracts  for  supplies  or  services 
which  are  legally  permissible,  and  ter¬ 
minate  such  contracts  if  such  action  is 
legally  authorized,  where  the  amount 
does  not  exceed  $10,000. 

G.  W.  Lineweaver, 

Acting  Commissioner 

of  Reclamation. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50  9377;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 

8:45  a.  m.] 
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NOTICES 


Smith  i-’ork  project,  Colorado 

FIRST  FORM  RECLAMATION  WITHDRAWAL 
May  4,  1949. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
by  Departmental  Order  No,  2515  of  April 
7,  1949  (14  F.  R.  1937),  I  hereby  with¬ 
draw  the  following  described  lands  from 
public  entry,  under  the  first  form  of  with¬ 
drawal,  as  provided  by  section  3  of  the 
act  of  June  17,  1902  (32  Stat.  388) : 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  Colorado 

T.  61  N..  R.  7  W.. 

Sec.  13.  WM!NWV4,  NWV4SWy4; 

Sec.  24.  SW^/4SW^^. 

The  above  areas  aggregate  1  jO  acres. 

Wesley  R  Nelson, 
Assistant  Commissioner. 

I  concur.  The  records  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  and  the  District 
Land  Office  will  be  noted  accordingly. 

Marion  Clawson, 
Director. 
May  25, 1950. 

Notice  for  Filing  Objections  to  Order  for 
Withdrawing  Public  Lands  for  the 
Smith  Fork  Project,  Colorado 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  for  a  period 
of  30  days  from  the  date  of  publication 
of  this  notice,  persons  having  cause  to 
object  to  the  terms  of  the  above  order 
withdrawing  certain  public  lands  in  the 
State  of  Colorado,  for  use  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  Smith  Fork  Project, 
may  present  their  objections  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Interior.  Such  objections 
should  be  in  writing,  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and 
should  be  filed  in  duplicate  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  Washington  25, 
D.  C. 

In  case  any  objection  is  filed  and  the 
nature  of  the  oppo.sition  is  such  as  to 
warrant  it,  a  public  hearing  will  be  held 
at  a  convenient  time  and  place,  which 
will  be  announced,  where  opponents  to 
the  order  may  state  their  views  and 
where  the  proponents  of  the  order  can 
explain  its  purpose,  intent  and  extent. 
Should  any  objection  be  filed,  notice  of 
the  determination  by  the  Secretary  as  to 
whether  the  order  should  be  rescinded, 
modified  or  let  stand  will  be  given  to  all 
Interested  parties  of  record  and  the 
general  public. 

Wesley  R.  Nelson, 
Assistant  Commissioner, 
Bureau  of  Reclamation. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  60-9378;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


Office  of  the  Secretafy 

Oregon 

notice  of  hearing  with  regard  to  pro¬ 
posed  WITHDRAWAL  OF  LANDS  IN  CON¬ 
NECTION  with  the  WARNER  VALLEY  WILD¬ 
LIFE  MANAGEMENT  AREA 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  public 
hearing  with  respect  to  a  proposed  with¬ 
drawal  of  certain  public  lands  in  Oregon 
which  was  scheduled  to  be  held  at  10:00 
a.  m.  on  Wednesday,  October  25,  1950, 


by  a  notice  dated  September  20,  1950, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  dated 
September  23.  1950  (15  F.  R.  6458),  is 
hereby  postponed  until  10:00  a.  m.  on 
Monday,  December  11,  1950. 

The  hearing  will  be  held  in  the  Court¬ 
room,  Lake  County  Courthouse,  Lake- 
view,  Oregon,  by  James  F.  Doyle,  or  such 
other  employee  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  as  may  be  designated  by  the 
Regional  Administrator,  Region  I,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management. 

The  hearing  will  be  open  to  the  attend¬ 
ance  of  all  interested  persons,  including 
individuals,  state  and  local  officials,  offi¬ 
cials  of  Federal  agencies,  and  represent¬ 
atives  of  individuals  and  organizations. 

All  persons  wishing  to  be  heard  with 
respect  to  the  proposed  withdrawal 
should  notify  one  of  the  following  per¬ 
sons  before  the  time  designated:  Marion 
Clawson,  Director,  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  Washington  25,  D.  C.  before 
December  4,  1950;  Daniel  L.  Goldy,  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Swan  Island  Station,  Port¬ 
land  18,  Oregon,  before  December  6, 1950; 
or  Edwin  G.  Bailey,  Range  Manager, 
Oregon  Grazing  District  No.  0-1  and  O- 
2W‘/2,  P.  O.  Box  429,  Lakeview,  Oregon, 
before  December  8, 1950.  Those  desiring 
to  submit  written  statements  should  file 
them  up  to  December  8,  1950,  with  the 
Regional  Administrator,  address  above, 
from  whom  information  as  to  the  lands 
involved  or  other  information  may  be 
obtained. 

The  proposed  order  of  w'ithdraw’al,  in¬ 
cluding  a  description  of  the  lands,  was 
published  as  a  part  of  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  notice  of  September  20,  1950  (15 
F.  R.  6458). 

William  E.  Warne, 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

October  18,  1950. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-9374;  Filed.  Oct.  24.  1950; 

8:45  a.  m.) 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  2019  et  al.] 

Western  Air  Lines,  Inc.;  Reopened 

Additional  California-Nevada  Service 

Case 

NOTICE  OF  hearing 

In  the  matter  of  applications  under 
section  401  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended,  for  certificates  and 
amendment  of  certificates  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing 
scheduled  air  transportation  of  persons, 
property,  and  mail,  and  the  temporary 
suspension  in  part  of  the  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  for 
Route  No.  13  held  by  Western  Air  Lines, 
Inc. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  particularly  section  401  there¬ 
of,  the  above-entitled  proceeding  is  as¬ 
signed  for  hearing  on  December  4.  1950 
at  10:00  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  in  Room  E-214, 
Temporary  Building  No.  5,  Sixteenth 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Examiner  P. 
Merritt  Ruhlen. 

Without  limiting  the  scope  of  the  is¬ 
sues  involved  in  this  proceeding  partic¬ 


ular  attention  will  be  directed  to  the 
following  matters  and  questions: 

1.  Are  the  applicants  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  and  are  they  fit,  willing 
and  able  to  perform  the  services  for 
which  they  are  applying? 

2.  Do  the  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  require  all  or  any  part  of  the 
route  authorizations  sought? 

3.  If  the  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  require  any  of  the  route  author¬ 
izations  proposed  by  any  applicant,  but 
do  not  require  service  by  all,  which  ap¬ 
plicant  or  applicants  can  best  perform 
such  service. 

4.  Does  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  the  temporary  suspen¬ 
sion  of  the  authority  of  Western  Airlines, 
Inc.,  to  serve  San  Bernardino,  Palm 
Springs.  Yuma  and/or  El  Centro? 

5.  Does  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  the  temporary  suspen¬ 
sion  of  the  authority  of  Arizona  Airways, 
Inc.  to  provide  air  transportation  of  per¬ 
sons,  property  and  mail  between  Phoenix 
and  Yuma  via  Ajo,  Arizona,  or  any  part 
of  any  such  authorization? 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  per¬ 
son  other  than  parties  of  record  desiring 
to  be  heard  in  this  proceeding  must  file 
with  the  Board  on  or  before  December  4, 
1950,  a  statement  setting  forth  the  issues 
of  fact  or  law  to  be  controverted. 

For  further  details  concerning  the 
matters  involved  in  this  proceeding  in¬ 
terested  parties  are  referred  to  the  per¬ 
tinent  orders,  applications,  and  other 
documents  on  file  with  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board  in  the  Dockets  consoli¬ 
dated  herein. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D,  C.  October 
19,  1950. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  M.  C.  Mulligan, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-9385;  Filed.  Oct.  24,  1950; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nob.  3718,  3867] 

Southwest  Airways  Co.  and  United  Air 

Lines,  Inc.;  Southwest  Renewal. 

United  Suspension  Case 

NOTICE  OF  REOPENED  HEARING  \ 

In  the  matter  of  the  renewal  of  the 
temporary  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  for  route  No.  76  held 
by  Southwest  Airways  Company,  its 
amendment  to  include  Salinas,  Calif.,, 
and  Klamath  Falls,  Oreg.,  as  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  thereon  for  a  period  of  five 
years,  and  the  temporary  suspension  of 
the  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  held  by  United  Air  Lines,  Inc., 
insofar  as  said  certificate  authorizes  the 
holder  to  provide  air  transportation  of 
persons,  property,  and  mail  to  Eureka - 
Areata,  ^d  Bluff,  Santa  Barbara,  and 
Monterey,  Calif.,  for  a  period  of  five 
years  or  less  and  to  Salinas,  Calif.,  and 
Klamath  Falls,  Oreg.,  for  an  indefinite 
period. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  particularly  szetiens  105  (a). 


Wednesday,  October  25,  1950 
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401  (h),  and  1001  thereof,  and  the  orders 
of  the  Board  in  this  proceeding,  includ¬ 
ing,  inter  alia.  Serial  Nos.  E-4292  adopted 
June  6, 1950  and  E-4315  adopted  June  16, 
1950,  that  the  record  in  this  proceeding 
will  be  reopened  and  further  hearing 
held  on  November  27, 1950,  at  10:00  a.  m., 
e.  s.  t.,  i«  Room  E-214,  Temporary  Build¬ 
ing  No.  5,  Sixteenth  and  Constitution 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before 
Hearing  Examiner  Paul  N.  Pfeiffer. 

The  scope  of  the  issues  involved  in  this 
reopened  hearing  will  be  limited  to  the 
following : 

1.  The  effect  of  the  proposed  merger 
of  Southwest  Airways  Company  and 
West  Coast  Airlines,  Inc.,  upon  the  pro¬ 
posed  temporary  substitutions  for  and 
suspensions  of  United  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  at 
certain  specified  points  on  route  No.  1. 

2.  The  effect  of  the  proposed  suspen¬ 
sions  in  this  proceeding  upon  the  rights 
of  certain  of  the  pilot  and  co-pilot  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  intervenor.  Air  Line  Pilots 
Association,  International. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  per¬ 
son  desiring  to  be  heard  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  must  have  filed  with  the  Board  on 
or  before  November  27,  1950,  a  statement 
setting  forth  the  issues  of  fact  and  law 
which  he  desires  to  controvert. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
proceeding,  interested  persons  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  pertinent  orders  of  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  and  the  other 
material  on  file  in  the  docket. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  October 
19,  1950. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  M.  C.  mulligan, 

Secretary. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  50-9384;  Filed.  Oct.  24..  1950; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  3966  et  al.] 

West  Coast  Airlines,  Inc.,  and  United 
Air  Lines,  Inc.;  West  Coast  Renewal 
Case 

NOTICE  OF  HEARING. 

In  the  matter  of  the  renewal  and 
amendment  of  the  temporary  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  for 
route  No.  77  held  by  West  Coast  Airlines, 
Inc.,  and  the  temporary  suspension  in 
part  of  the  certificates  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  for  routes  Nos.  1 
and  57  held  by  United  Air  Lines.  Inc. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  hearings 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  will  be 
resumed  before  Examiner  J.  Earl  Cox  on 
November  29,  1950,  at  10:00  a.  m.,  e.  s.-t., 
in  Room  E-214,  Temporary  Building  No. 
5,  Sixteenth  Street  and  Constitution 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

At  the  resumed  hearing  particular  at¬ 
tention  will  be  directed  to  the  effect  of 
the  proposed  merger  of  Southwest  Air¬ 
ways  Company  and  West  Coast  Airlines, 
Inc.,  upon  the  proposed  temporary  sub¬ 
stitutions  for  and  suspensions  of  United 
Air  Lines.  Inc.,  at  certain  specified  points 
on  routes  Nos.  1  and  57. 

For  further  details  of  the  matters  con¬ 
cerned  in  this  proceeding,  see  the  previ- 
No.  207 - 3 


ous  notice  of  hearing,  dated  February  6, 
1950,  and  the  various  documents  referred 
to  therein. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  person 
other  than  parties  of  record  desiring  to 
be  heard  in  this  proceeding  must  file 
with  the  Board  on  or  before  November 
29,  1950,  a  statement  setting  forth  the 
issues  of  fact  or  law  to  be  controverted. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  October 
19,  1950. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  M.  C.  Mulligan, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-9387;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


(Docket  No.  4405] 

Southwest  Airways  Co.  and  West  Coast 
Airlines,  Inc.;  Southwest- West  Coast 
Merger  Case 

notice  of  reassigned  hearing 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Southwest  Airways  Company  and  West 
Coast  Airlines,  Inc.  under  section  408 
and  such  other  sections  of  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  as  may 
be  applicable,  for  approval  of  the  merger 
of  West  Coast  Airlines,  Inc.,  into  South¬ 
west  Airways  Company. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  particularly  sections  401  (i) 
and  408  thereof,  the  above-entitled  pro¬ 
ceeding,  previously  assigned  for  hearing 
on  August  7,  1950,  is  heheby  reassigned 
for  hearing  on  November  13,  1950,  at 
10:C0  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  in  Room  E-214,  Tem¬ 
porary  Building  No.  5,  Sixteenth  Street 
and  Constitution  Avenue  NW..  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C.,  before  Examiner  Edward  T. 
Stodola. 

Without  limiting  the  scope  of  the  is¬ 
sues  presented  by  the  pleadings  in  this 
proceeding,  particular  attention  will  be 
directed  to  whether  the  merger  of  West 
Coast  Airlines,  Inc.,  into  Southwest  Air¬ 
ways  Company  and  the  transfer  of  the 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  now  held  by  West  Coast  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  are  consistent  with  the  public 
interest. 

For  further  details  of  the  issues  in¬ 
volved  in  this  proceeding  the  parties  are 
referred  to  the  various  orders  entered  in 
this  proceeding  and  the  Examiner’s  pre- 
hearing  conference  report  which  are  on 
file  with  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  person 
other  than  parties  of  record  desiring  to 
be  heard  in  this  proceeding  shall  file  with 
the  Board  on  or  before  November  13, 
1950,  a  statement  setting  forth  the  issues 
of  fact  or  law  raised  by  this  proceeding 
which  he  desires  to  controvert. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  October 
18.  1950. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  M.  C.  Mulligan, 

Secretary. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  50-9386;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(4th  Sec.  Application  25501] 

Mill  Scale  From  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  East 

St.  Louis  and  Federal,  III.,  to  Charles¬ 
ton,  S.  C. 

APPLICATION  FOR  RELIEF 

OCTOBER"  20,  1950. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  R.  E.  Boyle,  Jr.,  Agent,  for 
and  on  behalf  of  carriers  parties  to 
Agent  C.  A.  Spaninger’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No. 
920. 

Commodities  involved :  Mill  scale,  car¬ 
loads. 

From;  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  East  St.  Louis 
and  Federal,  Ill. 

To:  Charleston,  S.  C. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Circuitous  routes. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commission 
in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days  from 
the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided 
by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the 
Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other  than 
applicants  should  fairly  disclose  their 
interest,  and  the  position  they  intend  tD 
take  at  the  hearing  w’ith  respect  to  the 
application.  Otherwise  the  Commission, 
in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  inves¬ 
tigate  and  determine  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  such  application  without 
further  or  formal  hearing.  If  because  of 
an  emergency  a  grant  of  temporary  relief 
is  found  to  be  necessary  before  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hearing, 
upon  a  request  filed  within  that  period, 
may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-9379;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


[4th  Sec.  Application  255G2] 

Sugar  From  South  Pacific  Coast  to 
western  Trunk  Line  Territory 

application  for  relief 

October  20,  1950. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above -entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  reliqf  from  tl^  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  secfron  4  (1)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by;  L.  E.  Kipp,  Agent,  for  car¬ 
riers  parties  to  his  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No.  1535. 

Commodities  involved:  Sugar,  car¬ 
loads. 

From;  South  Pacific  Coast  territory. 

To:  Points  in  Western  Trunk  Line  ter¬ 
ritory. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers,  circuitous  routes  and  mar¬ 
ket  competition. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  L.  E.  Kipp’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No.  1535, 
Supplement  55. 


NOTICES 
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Any  Interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of 
the  Commission.  Rule  73,  persons  other 
than  applicants  should  fairly  disclose 
their  interest,  and  the  position  they  in¬ 
tend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with  respect 
to  the  application.  Otherwise  the  Com- 
mLssion,  in  its  discretion,  may  proceed 
to  investigate  and  determine  the  mat¬ 
ters  involved  in  such  application  with¬ 
out  further  or  formal  hearing.  If  be¬ 
cause  of  an  emergency  a  grant  of  tempo¬ 
rary  relief  is  found  to  be  necessary  before 
the  expiration  of  the  15-day  period,  a 
hearing,  upon  a  request  filed  within  that 
period,  may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P,  Bartsl, 

Secretary. 

|P.  R.  Doc.  60-9380;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


f4th  Sec.  Application  25503] 

Acetone  and  Related  Articles  Prom 

Bishop,  Tex.  to  Eastern  Points 

application  for  relief 

October  20,  1950. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  D.  Q.  Marsh.  Agent,  for  car¬ 
riers  parties  to  his  tariff  I.  C,  C.  No. 
3721. 

Commodities  involved:  Acetone, 

methyl;  acetone,  noibn;  methanol  and 
proprietary  antifreeze  preparations,  car¬ 
loads. 

Prom:  Bishop,  Tex. 

To:  Eastern  points. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers  and  market  competition. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  D.  Q.  Marsh’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No. 
3721,  Supplement  157. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided 
by  the  general  Rules  of  practice  of  the 
Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other  than 
applicants  should  fairly  disclose  their 
interest,  and  the^sition  they  intend  to 
take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
application.  Otherwise  the  Commission, 
in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  investi¬ 
gate  and  determine  the  matters  involved 
in  such  application  without  further  or 
formal  hearing.  If  because  of  an  emer¬ 
gency  a  grant  of  temporary  relief  is 
found  to  be  necessary  before  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hearing,  upon 
a  request  filed  within  that  period,  may  be 
held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bartel, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-9381;  Filed.  Oct.  24.  1950; 

8;  47  a.  m.j 


(4th  Sec.  Application  25504] 

Propylene  Glycol  and  Isopropyl  Alco¬ 
hol  From  Bishop,  Tex.,  to  Points  in 

Illinois,  Official  and  Western  Trunk 

Line  Territories 

application  for  relief 

October  20,  1950. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  application 
for  relief  from  the  long-and-short-haul 
provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  D.  Q.  Marsh,  Agent,  for  car¬ 
riers  parties  to  his  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No.  3721. 

Commodities  involved  :•  Propylene  gly¬ 
col  and  isopropyl  alcohol,  carloads. 

Fi’om:  Bishop,  Tex. 

To:  Points  in  Illinois,  Official  and 
Western  Trunk  Line  territories. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers  and  analogous  articles. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  D.  Q.  Marsh’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No. 
3721,  Supplement  158. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  provided 
by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of  the 
Commission.  Rule  73.  persons  other  than 
applicants  should  fairly  disclose  their 
interest,  and  the  position  they  intend  to 
take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
application.  Otherwise  the  Commission, 
in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to  investi¬ 
gate  and  determine  the  matters  involved 
in  such  application  without  further  or 
formal  hearing.  If  because  of  an  emer¬ 
gency  a  grant  of  temporary  relief  is  found 
to  be  necessary  before  the  expiration  of 
the  15-day  period,  a  hearing,  upon  a  re¬ 
quest  filed  within  that  period,  may  be 
held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Bafthl, 

Secreiary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  50-9382;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 

8:47  a.  m.J 


[4th  Sec.  Application  25505] 

Alumina  From  Bauxite,  Ark.,  to  Port 
Allegany,  Pa. 

application  for  relief 

October  20,  1950. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  relief  from  the  long-and-short- 
haul  provision  of  section  4  (1)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed  by:  D.  Q.  Marsh.  Agent,  for  car¬ 
riers  parties  to  his  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No.  3C08. 

Commodities  involved:  Alumina,  cal¬ 
cined  or  hydrated,  carloads. 

From:  Bauxite,  Ark. 

To:  Port  Allegany,  Pa. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
rail  carriers  and  circuitous  routes. 

Schedules  filed  containing  proposed 
rates:  D.  Q.  Marsh’s  tariff  I.  C.  C.  No. 
3908,  Supplement  20. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  15  days 


from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of 
the  Commission,  Rule  73,  persons  other 
than  applicants  should  fairly  disclose 
their  interest,  and  the  position  they  in¬ 
tend  to  take  at  the  hearing  with  respect 
to  the  application.  Otherwise  the  Com¬ 
mission,  in  its  discretion,  may  proceed 
to  investigate  and  determine  the  matters 
involved  in  such  application  without 
further  or  formal  hearing.  If  because 
of  an  emergency  a  grant  of  temporary 
relief  is  found  to  be  necessary  before  the 
expiration  of  the  15-day  period,  a  hear¬ 
ing,  upon  a  request  filed  within  that 
period,  may  be  held  subsequently. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  W.  P.  Barttl, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  50-9383;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1959; 

8:47  a.  m.) 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Davis  H.  Dunn  et  al. 

MEMORANDUM  OPINION  AND  ORDER  REVOKING 

registrations 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  19th  day  of  October  A.  D.  1950. 

In  the  matter  of  Davis  H.  Dunn  d/b/  a 
D.  H.  Dunn  Company,  99  Woodcrest  Ave¬ 
nue,  White  Plains,  New  York;  Samuel 
Furstenburg,  1555  Grand  Concourse, 
Bronx,  New  York,  New  York;  Maurice 
Geisler,  38  State  Street,  Albany,  New 
York;  M.  Paul  Gordon,  173  West  78th 
Street,  New  York.  New  York;  John*A. 
Hastings,  420  Lexington  Avenue,  New 
York.  New  York;  Hubert  H.  Hevey,  116 
Arlington  Avenue,  Syracuse,  New  York; 
Nat  Kaplan,  Room  1912,  50  Broadway, 
New  York,  New  York ;  Thomas  Fitzhugh 
Lee,  Hotel  St.  George,  Brooklyn,  New 
York;  Charles  H.  Loughman  d/b/a  C.  H, 
Loughman,  15  Broad  Street,  New  York, 
New  York;  Mortimer  M.  Siegel,  d/b/a 
LeGeis  Company,  32  Broadway,  New 
York,  New  York. 

These  are  proceedings  pursuant  to 
section  15  (b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  (“the  act”)  to  determine 
whether  the  persons  named  above,  each 
of  whom  is  registered  as  a  broker  or 
dealer,  or  both,  willfully  violated  section 
17  (a)  of  the  act  and  Rule  X-17A-5  there¬ 
under,  and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  in  the 
public' interest  to  revoke  their  respective 
registrations.* 

The  proceedings  were  instituted  by 
separate  notices  and  orders  for  hearing 
dated  September  1,  1950.  On  that  date, 
copies  of  the  notices  and  orders  were  sent 
by  registered  mail  to  the  addresses  last 
furnished  to  us  by  the  registrants.  These 
registered  articles  were  returned  to  us  by 
the  Post  Office  Department  with  nota- 


> Section  15  (b)  provides  in  part: 

‘The  Commission  shall,  after  appropriate 
notice  and  opportunity  for  hearing,  by  or¬ 
der  •  •  •  revoke  the  registration  of  any 

broker  or  dealer  if  it  finds  that  such  •  •  * 

revocation  is  in  the  public  interest  and  that 
(1)  such  broker  or  dealer  •  •  •  (D)  has 

willfully  violated  any  provision  •  •  •  of 

this  tl  ,  or  of  any  rule  or  rc^,ulation  there¬ 
under.” 


Wednesday,  October  25,  1950 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


7155 


tions  indicating  that  the  registrants 
could  not  be  found  at  the  addresses  given. 
None  of  the  registrants  appeared  in  per¬ 
son  or  through  a  representative  on  Sep¬ 
tember  25,  1950,  the  date  set  for  hear¬ 
ing.' 

On  November  28, 1942,  we  promulgated 
Rule  X-17A-5  under  section  17  (a)  of 
the  act,  which  provides,  among  other 
things,  that  every  registered  broker  or 
dealer  must  file  with  this  Commission  a 
report  of  his  financial  condition  during 
each  calendar  year  commencing  with 
the  year  1943.  Promulgation  of  the  rule 
was  announced  by  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  by  release  to  the  press, 
and  by  distribution  to  persons  on  our 
mailing  list. 

The  registrations  of  the  registrants  be¬ 
came  effective  during  1943  or  prior  there¬ 
to,  and  have  not  been  withdrawn,  can¬ 
celled,  revoked  or  suspended.  Our  rec¬ 
ords  show  that  none  of  the  registrants 
filed  the  required  reports  during  any  year 
from  1943  through  1949. 

Upon  review  of  the  records  in  these 
proceedings  we  have  concluded  that  each 
of  the  registrants  violated  section  17  (a) 
of  the  act  and  Rule  X-17A-5  thereunder 
as  a  result  of  his  failure  to  file  such  re¬ 
ports.  We  conclude  also  that  such  vio¬ 
lations  were  willful  within  the  meaning 
of  section  15  (b).“ 

We  conclude,  on  the  basis  of  the  fore¬ 
going,  that  it  is  necessary  in  the  public 
interest  to  revoke  the  registration  of 
each  of  the  registrants.  However,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  our  records  do  not 
show  whether  any  of  them  actually  re¬ 
ceived  personal  notice  of  the  scheduled 
hearings,  and  to  avoid  any  possible  prej¬ 
udice  to  them,  our  order  shall  provide 
that  the  revocation  of  registrations  be 
without  prejudice  to  a  motion  on  the  part 
of  any  registrant  to  reopen  the  proceed¬ 
ings  and  to  seek,  upon  a  proper  showing, 
to  set  aside  the  order  of  revocation  as  to 
him.’ 

Accordingly ,  It  is  ordered.  That  the 
registrations  of  Davis  H.  Dunn,  doing 
business  as  D.  H.  Dunn  Company,  Samuel 
Furstenburg,  Maurice  Geisler,  M.  Paul 
Gordon.  John  A.  Hastings,  Hubert  H. 
Hevey,  Nat  Kaplan,  Thomas  Fitzhugh 
Lee,  Charles  H.  Loughman,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  C.  H.  Loughman,  and  Mortimer 
M.  Siegel,  doing  business  as  LeGeis  Com¬ 
pany.  be,  and  they  hereby  are.  revoked 
without  prejudice  to  a  motion  by  any 
of  said  registrants  to  reopen  the  record 
in  the  proceeding  naming  him,  and,  upon 
a  proper  showing,  to  set  aside  the  order 
of  revocation  as  to  him. 

By  the  Commission. 

fSEAL]  ORVAL  L.  DuBoIS, 

Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  50-9388:  Filed,  Oct.  24.  1950; 

8:48  a.  m.J 


*  Our  orders  and  notices  instituting  these 
proceedings  provided  that  the  same  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  not  later  than 
15  days  prior  to  September  25,  1950.  Pursu¬ 
ant  to  this  provision  the  orders  and  notices 
were  published  in  the  Federal  Rbgioter  of 
September  8,  1950.  15  F.  R.  No.  174,  6055- 
6060. 

•Sidney  Ascher,  —  S.  E.  C.  —  (1950),  Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  4474. 


(File  No.  70-2483] 

Oklahoma  Gas  and  Electric  Co.,  and 
Standard  Gas  and  Electric  Co. 

ORDER  GRANTING  JOINT  APPLICATION  AND 
PERMITTING  JOINT  DECLARATION  TO  BE¬ 
COME  EFFECTIVE 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  held  at  its 
oflBce  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  18th  day  of  October  1950. 

Oklahoma  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
(“Oklahoma") ,  a  public  utility  company, 
and  its  parent  Standard  Gas  and  Elec¬ 
tric  Company  (“Standard  Gas”),  a  reg¬ 
istered  holding  company,  having  filed  a 
joint  application-declaration  and  an 
amendment  thereto  pursuant  to  sections 
6  (a),  10  and  12  (e)  of  the  Public  Utility 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1935  (“act”) 
and  the  rules  and  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  thereunder  regarding  the  follow¬ 
ing  transactions: 

Oklahoma’s  presently  authorized  cap¬ 
ital  stock  consists  of  $30,000,000  of  4% 
Cumulative  Preferred  Stock,  par  value 
$20  per  share,  divided  into  1,500,000 
shares,  of  which  there  are  675,000  shares 
presently  allotted  and  outstanding;  $7,- 
500,000  of  Cumulative  Preferred  Stock, 
par  value  $100  per  share,  divided  into 
75,000  shares,  of  which  65,000  shares  are 
allotted  and  outstanding;  and  $35,810,- 
000  of  Common  Stock,  par  value  $20  per 
share,  divided  into  1,793,500  .shares,  of 
which  there  are  1,076,900  shares  out¬ 
standing,  and  of  which  605,045  shares  are 
owned  by  Standard  Gas.  Under  Okla¬ 
homa’s  Amended  Articles  of  Incorpora¬ 
tion,  the  4%  Cumulative  Preferred  Stock 
and  the  Common  Stock  are  entitled  to 
one  vote  per  share  but  the  Cumulative 
Preferred  Stock  has  no  normal  voting 
rights.  On  the  basis  of  the  presently 
outstanding  stock,  the  4%  Cumulative 
Preferred  Stock  and  the  Common  Stock 
have  38.53%  and  61.47%  of  the  voting 
power,  respectively.  The  Amended  Arti¬ 
cles  of  Incorporation  permit  the  Board 
of  Directors  to  fix  the  dividend  rates,  re¬ 
demption  prices  and  voluntary  liquida¬ 
tion  prices  of  shares  of  its  unallotted 
and  unissued  Cumulative  Preferred 
Stock  upon  allotment  and  issuance. 

Oklahoma  proposes  to  amend  its 
Amended  Articles  of  Incorporation:  (a) 
to  change  the  number  of  shares  and  par 
value  of  its  825,000  shares  of  4%  Cumu¬ 
lative  Preferred  Stock,  w'hich  are  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  but  unallotted  and 
unissued,  to  165,000  shares  of  Cumula¬ 
tive  Preferred  Stock  of  the  par  value  of 
$100  per  share;  (b)  to  change  the  num¬ 
ber  of  shares  and  par  value  of  its  pras- 
ently  authorized  1,790,500  shares  of 
Common  Stock  to  3,581,000  shares  of 
the  par  value  of  $10  per  share;  and  (c) 
to  change  the  voting  rights  of  the  hold¬ 
ers  of  the  outstanding  4%  Cumulative 
Preferred  Stock  and  Common  Stock 
from  one  vote  per  share  to  one  vote  for 
each  $10  of  par  value  of  such  stock. 

Under  said  proposal,  each  share  of 
Oklahoma’s  Common  Stock  outstanding 
at  the  time  the  par  value  thereof  is 
changed,  shall  become,  without  further 
action,  two  shares  of  Common  Stock,  par 
value  $10  per  share,  pending  exchange  of 
the  certificates  therefor. 


Oklahoma  represents  that  the  divi¬ 
dend  rate,  the  redemption  prices,  and 
voluntary  liquidation  price  of  its  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  4%  Cumulative  Prefer¬ 
red  Stock  are  fixed  by  the  provisions  of 
its  Amended  Articles  of  Incorporation; 
that  the  proposed  reclassification  of  its 
presently  authorized  but  unallotted  and 
unissued  825,000  shares  of  said  4% 
Cumulative  Preferred  Stock  w'ill  enable 
the  Board  of  Directors  to  fix  the  dividend 
rates,  the  redemption  prices,  and  the 
voluntary  liquidation  prices  of  said 
shares  of  stock  and  thus  enable  the 
company  to  take  advantage  of  current 
market  conditions  at  the  time  of  allot¬ 
ment  and  issuance  of  such'shares. 

Oklahoma  states  that  as  soon  as  such 
transaction  becomes  economically  sound, 
it  intends  to  refund  the  presently  out¬ 
standing  $6,500,000  par  value  of  its 
Cumulative  Preferred  Stock  5  Va  %  Series, 
with  an  equal  amount  of  authorized  but 
unallotted  and  unissued  Cumulative  Pre¬ 
ferred  Stock  which  will  have  a  lower 
dividend  rate. 

Oklahoma  further  states  that^t  is  its 
intention  to  finance  part  of  its  construc¬ 
tion  program  by  the  issuance  and  sale 
of  additional  shares  of  its  authorized  but 
unissued  Common  Stock  and  that  the 
proposed  reclassification  of  such  stock 
from  $20  to  $10  par  value  per  share  will 
afford  a  better  market  for  such  shares. 

Oklahoma  also  represents  that  the 
proposed  alteration  in  voting  rights  of 
the  outstanding  4%  Cumulative  Prefer¬ 
red  Stock  and  Common  Stock  will  not 
affect  the  present  proportionate  voting 
rights  of  such  stock. 

Oklahoma  proposes  to  submit  to  its 
shareholders,  at  a  special  meeting  called 
for  that  purpose,  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  its  Amended  Articles  of  Incor¬ 
poration.  For  the  amendments  to  be¬ 
come  effective  under  the  Oklahoma 
Business  Corporation  Act,  they  must  be 
approved  by  the  holders  of  a  majority  of 
all  classes  of  Oklahoma’s  outstanding 
shares  and,  pursuant  to  the  Amended 
Articles  of  Incorporation,  the  approval 
of  a  majority  of  the  holders  of  the  Com¬ 
mon  Stock  voting  as  a  class  is  also  re¬ 
quired.  In  connection  with  said  share¬ 
holders’  meeting,  Oklahoma  requests  the 
entry  of  an  order  by  this  Commission  ap¬ 
proving  the  company’s  proposal  to  solicit 
proxies  for  approval  of  said  proposed 
amendments  from  holders  of  all  classes 
of  its  outstanding  shares  and  Oklahoma 
asserts  that  no  material  conflict  of  in¬ 
terest  exists  between  the  different  classes 
of  security  holders  concerning  the  pro¬ 
posed  transactions. 

Standard  Gas,  as  the  holder  of  605,045 
shares  of  the  presently  outstanding  Com¬ 
mon  Stock  of  Oklahoma,  seeks  approval 
of  the  acquisition  of  1,210,090  shares  of 
the  proposed  new  Common  Stock  by  ex¬ 
changing  its  presently  held  certificates 
for  new  certificates  representing  such 
new  Common  Stock. 

Applicants-declarants  estimate  that 
the  fees  and  expenses  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  transactions  will  amount 
to  $9,850,  including  legal  fees  in  the  ' 
amount  of  $2,500.  All  of  such  expenses 
and  fees  are  to  be  paid  by  Oklahoma. 

Said  joint  application-declaration 
having  been  filed  on  September  21,  1950, 
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and  the  amendment  thereto  having  been 
filed  on  October  2,  1950,  and  notice  of 
such  filing  having  been  given  in  the  form 
and  manner  prescribed  by  Rule  U-23 
promulgated  pursuant  to  said  act,  and 
the  Commission  not  having  received  a 
request  for  hearing  with  respect  to  said 
joint  application-declaration,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  within  the  period  specified  or  other¬ 
wise,  and  not  having  ordered  a  hearing 
thereon;  and 

The  Commission  finding  with  respect 
to  said  joint  application-declaration,  as 
amended,  that  the  requirements  of  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  act  and  the 
rules  promulgated  thereunder  are  satis¬ 
fied,  and  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  im¬ 
pose  any  terms  and  conditions  other 
than  those  set  forth  below,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission  deeming  it  appropriate  in  the 
public  interest  and  in  the  interest  of  in¬ 
vestors  and  consumers  that  the  joint  ap¬ 
plication,  as  amended,  be  granted  and 
that  the  joint  declaration,  as  amended, 
be  permitted  to  become  effective,  and 
that  the  Commission’s  order  herein  be¬ 
come  effective  forthwith: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  Rule  U-23 
and  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  act, 
and  subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions 
prescribed  by  Rule  U-24,  that  said  joint 
application-declaration,  as  amended,  be, 
and  the  same  hereby  is,  granted  and  per¬ 
mitted  to  become  effective  forthwith. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  order  of  August  8,  1941,  the 
effect  of  which  is  to  require  Standard 
"Gas  to  sever  its  relationship  with  Okla¬ 
homa  by  disposing  or  causing  the  dispo¬ 
sition,  in  any  appropriate  manner  not  in 
contravention  of  the  applicable  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  act  or  of  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  promulgated  thereunder,  of  its 
direct  and  indirect  ownership,  control 
and  holding  of  securities  issued  by  Okla¬ 
homa,  shall  be  deemed  to  require  the 
disposition  of  any  shares  of  Common 
Stock,  par  value  $10  per  share,  of  Okla¬ 
homa  acquired  by  Standard  Gas  here¬ 
under,  v.'ith  the  same  force  and  effect  as 
if  said  shares  had  been  held  by  Standard 
Gas  as  of  the  date  of  the  said  order. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  50-9389;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


(File  No.  70-2490] 

Gulf  Pow’er  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  FILING 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  18th  day  of  October  A.  D.  1950. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  declara¬ 
tion  has  been  filed  with  this  Commission 
pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935  (the  "act”)  by  Gulf 
Power  Company  (“Gulf”),  a  public  util¬ 
ity  subsidiary  of  The  Southern  Company, 
a  registered  holding  company.  The  dec¬ 
larant  has  designated  sections  6  (a),  7, 
and  12  (c)  of  the  act.  and  Rules  U-42 
and  U-50  as  applicable  to  the  proposed 
transactions. 


Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  October 
31,  1950,  at  5:30  p.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  request 
the  Commission  in  writing  that  a  hear¬ 
ing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating  the 
reasons  for  such  request,  the  nature  of 
his  interest,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law 
raised  by  said  declaration  which  he  de¬ 
sires  to  controvert,  or  may  request  that 
he  be  notified  if  the  Commission  should 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  At  any  time 
thereafter  said  declaration,  as  filed  or  as 
amended,  may  be  permitted  to  become 
effective  as  provided  by  Rule  U-23  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  promulgated  under 
the  act,  or  the  Commission  may  exempt 
such  transaction  as  provided  by  Rules 
U-20  (a)  and  U-100  thereof.  Any  such 
request  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
425  Second  Street  NW.,  Washington  25, 
D.  C. 

All  interested  persons  are  referred  to 
said  declaration  which  is  on  file  in  the 
offices  of  this  Commission  for  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  transaction  therein  pro¬ 
posed,  which  is  summarized  as  follows: 

Gulf  proposes  to  issue  51,026  shares  of 
cumulative  — %  preferred  stock  of  $100 
par  value  by  (a)  offering  11,026  shares  of 
such  preferred  stock  and  cash,  as  more 
fully  described  below,  in  exchange  for 
Gulf’s  outstanding  11,026  shares  of  $6 
preferred  stock  without  par  value,  and 
(b)  selling  to  underwriters,  pursuant  to 
the  competitive  bidding  requirements  of 
Rule  U-50,  such  of  the  11,026  shares  of 
the  new  preferred  stock  as  are  not  used  to 
effect  exchanges  as  well  as  40,000  addi¬ 
tional  shares  of  such  new  preferred  stock. 
The  dividend  rate  on  the  new  preferred 
stock  and  the  price  to  the  company  of  the 
shares  to  be  sold  (to  be  not  less  than 
$100  per  share  nor  more  than  $102.75) 
are  to  be  determined  by  the  competitive 
bidding.  The  successful  bidder  for  the 
new  preferred  stock  is  also  to  perform  the 
services  in  obtaining  exchanges  of  new 
preferred  stock  for  old  preferred  stock. 
The  company  further  proposes  to  pay  to 
the  successful  bidder,  for  each  share  of 
old  preferred  stock  exchanged  for  new 
preferred  stock,  an  amount  in  cash  equal 
to  the  difference  between  the  price  to  the 
company  and  the  public  offering  price. 

The  new  preferred  stock  will  be  offered 
In  exchange  to  the  holders  of  the  old  pre¬ 
ferred  stock  on  a  share  for  share  basis 
plus  a  cash  payment,  per  share,  equal  to 
the  sum  of  (a)  the  difference  between 
the  per  share  public  offering  price  of  the 
new  preferred  stock  specified  in  the  suc¬ 
cessful  bid  and  the  redemption  price  of 
$105  per  share  of  old  preferred  stock,  and 
(b)  a  dividend  adjustment  which,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  dividends  to  accrue  on 
the  new  preferred  stock,  will  give  each 
stockholder  who  exchanges  a  dividend 
at  the  rate  of  $6  per  year  through  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1950.  Any  shares  of  the  old  pre¬ 
ferred  stock  not  exchanged  will  be 
redeemed  on  December  30,  1950,  at  the 
redemption  price  of  $105  per  share,  plus 
accrued  dividends. 

The  filing  states  that  Gulf  anticipates 
making  expenditures  of  $15,628,586  dur¬ 
ing  1950, 1951,  and  1952  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  property  additions.  In  order  to 
finance  such  construction  program  the 
company  will  use  the  proceeds  from  the 
sale  of  the  40,CC0  shares  of  new  preferred 


stock  and  cash  on  hand  and  estimated  to 
be  received  from  operations.  The  com¬ 
pany  estimates  that,  based  upon  the 
present  level  of  earnings  and  current  ex¬ 
pectations  as  to  the  progress  of  its  con¬ 
struction  program,  approximately  $8,- 
5C0,000  of  additional  cash  will  have  to  be 
provided  before  the  end  of  1952  through 
the  sale  of  additional  securities  of  a  type 
not  yet  determined. 

The  declarant  has  requested  that  the 
Commission’s  order  be  issued  as  soon  as 
possible  and  that  it  become  effective 
forthwith  upon  issuance. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBcis, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  60-9390;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 
8:48  a.  m.) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  Alien  Property 

Authoritt:  40  Stat.  411,  55  Stat.  839,  Pub. 
Laws  322,  671.  79th  Ck)ng.,  60  Stat.  50,  925:  50 
U.  S.  C.  and  Supp.  App.  1,  616;  E.  O.  9193, 
July  6,  1942.  3  CFR,  Cum.  Supp.,  E.  O.  9567, 
June  8.  1945,  3  CFR,  1945  Supp.,  E.  O.  9788, 
Oct.  14,  1946,  11  F.  R.  11981. 

[Vesting  Order  15208] 

Walter  Goller 

In  re:  Real  property,  property  insur¬ 
ance  policies,  a  claim  and  a  bank  ac¬ 
count  owned  by  Walter  Goller.  D-28- 
10671. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Tiading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Eijecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law%  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found : 

1.  That  Walter  Goller,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Hamptstrasse  14,  Eut- 
ingen-Pforsheim  Baden  17a,  Germany,  is 
a  resident  of  Germany  and  a  national  of 
a  designated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

a.  Real  property,  situated  in  the  Town 
of  Waterbury,  New  Haven  County,  State 
of  Connecticut,  particularly  described  in 
Exhibit  A,  attached  hereto  and  by  ref¬ 
erence  made  a  part  hereof,  together  with 
all  hereditaments,  fixtures,  improve¬ 
ments  and  appurtenances  thereto,  and 
any  and  all  claims  for  rents,  refunds, 
benefits  or  other  payments,  arising  from 
the  ownership  of  such  property, 

b.  All  right,  title,  interest  and  claim  of 
the  person  named  in  subparagraph  1 
hereof  in  and  to  the  property  insurance 
policies,  particularly  described  in  Ex¬ 
hibit  B,  attached  hereto  and  by  reference 
made  a  part  hereof,  which  policies  insure 
the  real  property  (lescribed  in  subpara¬ 
graph  2-a  hereof,  and  any  and  all  ex¬ 
tensions  and  renew'als  of  said  policies, 

c.  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  owing  to  the  person  named  in  sub- 
paragraph  1  hereof,  by  The  Waterbury 
National  Bank,  Waterbury  90,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  arising  out  of  the  net  income  by 
reason  of  the  collection  of  rents  from 
the  real  property  described  in  subpara¬ 
graph  2-a  hereof,  and  any  and  all  rights 
to  demand,  enforce  and  collect  the  same, 
and 
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d.  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  owing  to  the  person  named  in  sub- 
paragraph  1  hereof,  by  The  Waterbury 
National  Bank,  Waterbury  90,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  arising  out  of  a  bank  savings  ac¬ 
count,  account  number  13341,  entitled 
“Walter  Goller,”  and  any  and  all  rights 
to  demand,  enforce  and  collect  the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  national  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  Is  hereby  determined; 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States  re¬ 
quires  that  such  person  be  treated  as  a 
national  of  a'designated  enemy  country 
(Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  in  subparagraph  2-a  here¬ 
of,  subject  to  recorded  liens,  encum¬ 
brances  and  other  rights  of  record  held 
by  or  for  persons  who  are  not  nationals 
of  designated  enemy  countries,  and 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  in  subparagraphs  2-b,  2-c, 
and  2-d  hereof. 

All  such  property  so  vested  to  be  held, 
used,  administered,  liquidated,  sold  or 
otherwise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of 
and  for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
October  16,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

tsEALl  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

Exhibit  A 

Parcel  1.  That  certain  piece  or  parcel  of 
land  situated  on  Hamilton  Avenue,  formerly 
Dublin  Street,  in  Waterbury,  Connecticut, 
and  bounded  and  described  as  follows:  North 
222  29  feet  on  piece  set  out  to  Timothy 
Thompson:  East  49.22  feet  on  Estate  of  Law¬ 
rence  Tobin;  South  218.27  feet  on  land  of 
George  H.  and  Mary  C.  Smith;  West  50.18  feet 
on  Dublin  Street,  now  Hamilton  Avenue. 

Parcel  2.  That  certain  piece  or  parcel  of 
land  situated  on  Hamilton  Avenue,  in  Water¬ 
bury,  Connecticut  and  bounded  and  described 
as  follows:  North  218.27  feet  on  land  of  Mary 
A.  Shaw;  East  49.22  feet  on  land  formerly  of 
Lawrence  Tobin;  South  214.24  feet  on  land 
formerly  of  Lawrence  Tobin;  West  50  18/100 
feet  on  Hamilton  Avenue.  Being  the  same 
premises  an  undivided  one  third  interest  in 
which  was  set  out  to  George  H.  Smith  and 
an  undivided  two  thirds  Interest  in  which 
was  set  out  to  Mary  C.  Smith  from  the  Estate 
of  Catherine  Smith,  by  Certificate  of  Mutual 
Distribution  dated  November  26,  1920,  re¬ 
corded  in  Vol.  322,  Waterbury  Land  Records, 
Page  157. 

Parcel  3.  That  certain  piece  of  land  situ¬ 
ate  on  the  easterly  side  of  Hamilton  Avenue, 


about  a  mile  and  three  quarters  easterly  from 
Center  Square  in  said  Waterbury,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  and  bounded  and  described  as  follows: 
Northerly  217.34  feet  on  land  of  Mary  Jos¬ 
ephine  Budzyn;  Easterly  24.74  feet  on  land 
now  or  formerly  of  Estate  of  Lawrence  Tobin, 
again  Northerly  10.84  ft.  on  land  now  or  for¬ 
merly  of  Estate  of  Lawrence  Tobin,  again 
Easterly  16.89  feet  on  land  now  or  formerly 
of  Estate  of  Lawrence  Tobin;  Southerly  222.29 
feet  on  land  now  or  formerly  of  Mary  Ann 


[Vesting  Order  15209] 

Pr.anz  Schroeder  et  al. 

In  re:  Real  property  owned  by  Franz 
Schroeder  and  others,  D-28-12257.  D- 
28-12257-B-l. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found; 

1.  That  the  following  persons,  w'hose 
names  and  last  known  addresses  appear 
below,  are  residents  of  Germany  and  na¬ 
tionals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) : 

Names  and  Addresses 

Franz  Schroeder,  Ohrbeck,  Germany. 

Anton  Schroeder,  Gladbeck,  Landstr.  65, 
Germany. 

Heinrich  Schroeder,  Wanne-Eickel,  Fried- 
grasstr.  28,  Germany. 

Maria  Schroeder,  Wanne-Eickel,  Fried- 
grasstr.  28,  Germany. 

Therese  Schroeder,  also  known  as  Theresia 
Schroeder,  Wanne-Eickel,  Friedgrasstr.  28, 
Germany. 

2.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Real  property,  situated  in  the 
County  of  Baltimore,  State  of  Maryland, 
particularly  described  in  Exhibit  A,  at¬ 
tached  hereto  and  by  reference  made  a 
part  hereof,  together  with  all  heredita¬ 
ments,  fixtures,  improvements  and  ap¬ 
purtenances  thereto,  and  any  and  all 
claims  for  rents,  refunds,  benefits  or 
other  payments,  arising  from  the  owner¬ 
ship  of  such  property, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on  ac¬ 
count  of,  or  owing  to,  or  w’hich  is  evidence 
of  ownership  or  control  by,  the  aforesaid 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  are 
not  within  a  designated  enemy  country, 
the  national  interest  of  the  United  States 

■  requires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 


Shaw;  Westerly  50.18  feet  on  Hamilton  Ave¬ 
nue,  being  the  same  premises  set  out  to  Mary 
Errico,  Nellie  Hicks,  Cecelia  Bock,  John  J. 
Thompson,  Edward  Thompson,  Josephine 
Thompson,  Margaret  Thompson  Bower,  Gene¬ 
vieve  Tangney  and  Florence  Blanchard,  by 
Certificate  of  Mutual  Distribution  from  the 
Probate  Court  on  the  Estate  of  Jennie 
Thompson,  see  W'aterbury  Land  Records,  Vol. 
441,  Page  227. 


nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  in  subparagraph  2  hereof, 
subject  to  recorded  liens,  encumbrances 
and  other  rights  of  record  held  by  or  for 
persons  who  are  not  nationals  of  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  countries,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and 
for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
October  16,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[SEALl  Harold  I.  Baynton, 

Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

Exhibit  A 

All  that  certain  plot  of  ground  situated 
in  Baltimore  County,  State  of  Maryland, 
particularly  described  as  follows:  Beginning 
for  the  said  parcel  of  land  at  a  stone  here¬ 
tofore  planted  at  the  west  corner  of  Dixons 
Connollys  Woodland  in  the  outline  of  Mrs. 
Lippincotts  land  said  stone  being  at  the  end 
of  the  south  9  degrees  west  63  perches  line 
of  Thomas  Peerces  land  as  surveyed  in  1879 
and  running  thence  with  the  24th  line  of 
said  Peerces  land  as  corrected  for  variation, 
etc.,  north  45  degrees  we.st  38'(i(i  perches  to  a 
stone  on  the  northeast  side  of  a  branch 
thence  north  35 '/2  degrees  east  30  perches  to 
the  west  corner  of  the  lot  heretofore  sold  to 
James  Hawkins  thence  bounding  on  said  lot 
reversely  south  61^4  degrees  east  Rev,  by 
Attr  N  62  W.  21 V4  perches  to  Intersect  the 
aforesaid  south  9  degrees  west  63  perches 
line  and  thence  with  said  line  as  corrected 
for  variation  and  local  attraction  to  the  be¬ 
ginning,  Containing  6  acres  and  23  square 
perches  more  or  less. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-93G3:  Filed,  Oct.  23,  1950; 

8:50  a.  m.J 


Exhibit  B 


In.siirance  company 

Type 

Term 

No. 

Amount 

Expiration 

Firemen’s  Insurance  Co.  of  Newark,  10  Park  PI., 
Newark,  N.  J. 

Fire . 

3  years - 

X-4g222... 

$4,  000.  00 

Nov.  1,1951 

Ameriean  Eiiuitable  Assurance  Co.  of  New  York, 
92  William  St.,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

. do _ 

. do _ 

9-80978 _ 

1,500.00 

May  18,1951 

Firemen’s  Insurance  Co.  of  Newark,  10  Park  PI., 
Newark,  N.  J. 

. do _ 

. do _ 

41092 . 

1,. 500. 00 

May  23,19.51 

General  .Accident,  Fire  and  Life  Assurance  Corp., 
Limited,  General  Bldps.,  4th  and  Walnut  Sts., 
Philadelphia  .5,  Pa. 

0-L-T.... 

1  year . 

Cnknown. 

.50, 000- 
KXl.OOO 

Nov.  2,1919 

Btundard  .Accident  Insurance  Co.,  040  Temple 
Ave.,  Detroit,  Mich. 

Glass _ 

3  years.... 

PG-fiSSOl  . 

Unknown. 

Mar  3, 19.50 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-9362; 

Filed,  Oct. 

.  23,  1950, 

8:50  a.  m.] 
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NOTICES 


[Vesting  Order  15210] 

Karl  Albert 

In  re:  Rights  ot  Karl  Albert  under  in¬ 
surance  contracts.  File  Nos.  F-28-243C8- 
H-1.  2.  3,  4. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
V/ith  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found : 

1.  That  Karl  Albert,  whose  last  known 
address  is  Germany,  is  a  resident  of 
Germany  and  a  national  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to 
become  due  under  contracts  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  policies  Nos.  4381075B, 
4410579B,  4419819B,  and  4439910B.  is¬ 
sued  by  the  Metropolitan  Life  Insurance 
Company,  New  York,  New  York,  to  Eliza¬ 
beth  Lieb,  together  with  the  right  to 
demand,  receive  and  collect  said  net 
proceeds,  is  property  within  the  United 
States  owned  or  controlled  by,  payable 
or  deliverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of,  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  national  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined : 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as  a 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national 
interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States, 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Vi^ashington,  D.  C.,  on 
October  16,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  60-9395;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


(Vesting  Order  15211] 

Anna  Bley 

In  re:  Rights  of  Anna  Bley  under  in¬ 
surance  contracts.  File  No.  F-28-22935- 
H-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found : 


1.  That  Anna  Bley,  whose  last  known 
address  is  Germany,  is  a  resident  of  Ger¬ 
many  and  a  national  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to 
become  due  under  a  supplemental  agree¬ 
ment  executed  under  the  provisions  of 
policies  Nos.  694151  and  2710955,  issued 
by  the  John  Hancock  Mutual  Life  In¬ 
surance  Company,  Boston,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  to  Adolph  Fuhlrott,  together  with 
the  right  to  demand,  receive  and  collect 
said  net  proceeds,  is  property  within  the 
United  States  owned  or  controlled  by, 
payable  or  deliverable  to,  held  on  behalf 
of,  or  on  account  of,  or  ow'ing  to,  or 
which  is  evidence  of  ownership  or  control 
by,  the  aforesaid  national  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as 
a  national  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consolation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  inter¬ 
est. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attor¬ 
ney  General  of  the  United  States  the 
property  described  above,  to  be  held, 
used,  administered,  liquidated,  sold  or 
otherwise  dealt  w'ith  in  the  interest  of 
and  for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
October  16,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  50-9396;  Filed.  Oct.  24,  1950; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  15212] 

Mrs.  Kaethe  Aring 

In  re:  Rights  of  Mrs.  Kaethe  Aring 
under  insurance  contract.  File  No. 
F-63-1134-H-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found : 

1.  That  Mrs.  Kaethe  Aring,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Germany,  is  a  resident 
of  Germany  and  a  national  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be¬ 
come  due  under  a  contract  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  policy  No.  1,056,012,  issued 
by  the  Sun  Life  Assurance  Company  of 
Canada,  Montreal,  Quebec,  Canada,  to 
Paul  Johannes  Karl  Aring,  together  with 
the  right  to  demand,  receive  and  collect 
said  net  proceeds  (including  without 
limitation  the  right  to  proceed  for  col¬ 


lection  against  branch  offices  and  legal 
reserves  maintained  in  the  United 
States),  is  property  within  the  United 
States  owmed  or  controlled  by,  payable 
or  deliverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of,  or 
on  account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is 
evidence  of  ov.’nership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  national  of  a  designated  enemy 
country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as 
a  national  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and 
for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  Oc¬ 
tober  16.  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistayit  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-9397;  Filed.  Oct.  24,  IfSO; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


(Vesting  Order  15213] 

Dr.  Kurt  Borrmann  and  Gertrud  Cohn 

In  re:  Rights  of  Dr.  Kurt  Borrmann 
and  Gertrud  Cohn,  nee  Borrmann,  under 
insurance  contract.  File  No.  F-28-405- 
H-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Dr,  Kurt  Bofrmann  and  Ger¬ 
trud  Cohn,  nee  Borrmann,  whose  la.st 
known  address  is  Germany,  are  resi¬ 
dents  of  Germany  and  nationals  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Germany) : 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be¬ 
come  due  under  a  contract  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  policy  No.  236,422  issued  by 
the  Massachusetts  Mutual  Life  Insur¬ 
ance  Company,  Springfield,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  to  Johann  Paul  Melzer,  together 
with  the  right  to  demand,  receive  and 
collect  said  net  proceeds,  is  property 
within  the  United  States  owmed  or  con¬ 
trolled  by,  payable  or  deliverable  to,  held 
on  behalf  of  or  on  account  of,  or  owing 
to,  or  which  is  evidence  of  ownership  or 
control  by,  the  aforesaid  nationals  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Germany); 

and  it  is  hereby  determined : 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person* 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  are  not 
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within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States  re¬ 
quires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attor¬ 
ney  General  of  the  United  States  the 
property  described  above,  to  be  held, 
used,  administered,  liquidated,  sold  or 
otherwise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of 
and  for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  V/ashington,  D.  C.,  on 
October  16,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Bayntcn, 
Assistajit  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

ir.  R.  Doc.  50-9398;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  152141 
Karoline  Marie  Brodeeck  et  al. 

In  re :  Rights  of  Karoline  Marie  Brod- 
beck  et  al.  under  insurance  contract. 
File  Nos.  F-28-24768-H-1,  C-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Karoline  Marie  Brodbeck, 
whose  last  known  address  is  Germany,  is 
a  resident  of  Germany  and  a  national  of 
a  designated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  domiciliary  personal  rep¬ 
resentatives,  heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees 
and  distriliutees,  names  unknown,  of  Al¬ 
bert  Gebert,  deceased,  who  there  is  rea¬ 
sonable  cause  to  believe  are  residents  of 
Germany,  are  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

3. '  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows:  * 

a.  The  net  proceeds  due  or  to  become 
due  under  a  contract  of  insurance  evi¬ 
denced  by  policy  No,  5,767,857,  issued  by 
The  Prudential  Insurance  Company  of 
America,  Newark,  New  Jersey,  to  Albert 
Gebert,  together  with  the  right  to  de¬ 
mand,  receive  and  collect  said  net  pro¬ 
ceeds;  and 

b.  That  certain  debt  or  obligation  of 
Katz  and  Sommerich,  120  Broadway,  New 
York  5,  New  York,  arising  by  reason  of 
the  collection  of  disability  benefits  under 
a  contract  of  insurance  evidenced  by 
policy  No.  5,767,857,  issued  by  The  Pru¬ 
dential  Insurance  Company  of  America, 
Newark,  New  Jersey,  to  Albert  Gebert, 
together  with  the  right  to  demand,  col¬ 
lect  and  enforce  the  same  subject,  how¬ 
ever,  to  all  lawful  fees  and  disbursements 
of  the  said  Katz  and  Sommerich,  arising 
out  of  the  collection  of  the  aforesaid  dis¬ 
ability  benefits, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  deliv¬ 


erable  to,  held  on  behalf  of,  or  on  ac¬ 
count  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evidence 
of  ownership  or  control  by,  the  aforesaid 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined : 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  and  the 
domiciliary  personal  representatives, 
heirs,  next  of  kin,  legatees  and  distrib¬ 
utees,  names  unknown,  of  Albert  Gebert, 
deceased,  are  not  within  a  designated 
enemy  country,  the  national  interest  of 
the  United  States  requires  that  such  per¬ 
sons  be  treated  as  nationals  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  property 
described  above,  to  be  held,  used,  admin¬ 
istered,  liquidated,  sold  or  otherwise  dealt 
with  in  the  interest  of  and  for  the  benefit 
of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of. 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D,  C.,  on 
October  16,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  50-9399;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  19:0; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  15221] 

Otto  H.  Jahn 

.  In  re:  Rights  of  Otto  H.  Jahn  under 
insurance  contract.  File  No.  F-28-24332- 
H-1. 

Under  the  .authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Otto  H.  Jahn,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Germany,  is  a  resident 
of  Germany  and  a  national  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be¬ 
come  due  under  a  contract  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  policy  No.  78  294  856  issued 
by  the  Metropolitan  Life  Insurance  Com¬ 
pany,  New  York,  New  York,  to  Otto  H. 
Jahn,  together  with  the  right  to  demand, 
receive  and  collect  said  net  proceeds,  is 
property  within  the  United  States  owned 
or. controlled  by,  payable  or  deliverable 
to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on  account  of,  or 
owing  to,  or  which  is  evidence  of  owner¬ 
ship  or  control  by,  the  aforesaid  national 
of  a  designated  enemy  country  (Ger¬ 
many)  ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person , 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not' 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  Interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as 
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a  national  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  fee 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
October  16,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-9400;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  15223] 

•  Anthony  Kuppelmeyer 

In  re :  Rights  of  Anthony  Kuppelmeyer 
under  insurance  contracts.  File  Nos.  F- 
28-24389-H-l,  2,  3. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Anthony  Kuppelmeyer, 
whose  last  known  address  is  Germany,  is 
a  resident  of  Germany  and  a  national  of 
a  designated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to 
become  due  under  contracts  of  insur¬ 
ance  evidenced  by  policies  Nos.  104236450, 
104236449  and  104236447,  issued  by  the 
Metropolitan  Life  Insurance  Company, 
New  York,  New'  York,  to  Anthony  Kup¬ 
pelmeyer,  together  with  the  right  to  de¬ 
mand,  receive  and  collect  said  net  pro¬ 
ceeds,  is  property  within  the  United 
States  owned  or  controlled  by,  payable 
or  deliverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of,  or 
on  account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  W'hich  is 
evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
aforesaid  national  of  a  designated  en¬ 
emy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States  re¬ 
quires  that  such  person  be  treated  as  a 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
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NOTICES 


the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
October  16,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  60-9401;  Piled,  Oct.  24.  1950; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  15228] 

Richard  E.  Pestel 

In  re:  Rights  of  Richard  E.  Pestel 
under  an  assignment  of  an  insurance 
contract.  File  No.  F-28-18170-H-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193.  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found: 

1.  That  Richard  E.  Pestel,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Germany,  is  a  resident 
of  Germany  and  a  national  of  a  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  of  the  New  York  Life  Irfturance 
Company,  New  York,  New  York,  in  the 
amount  of  $800.00  arising  out  of  an  as¬ 
signment  dated  December  29,  1933,  by 
Arthur  Pestel  to  the  said  Richard  E. 
Pestel  of  a  contract  of  insurance  evi¬ 
denced  by  policy  No.  6,404,001  issued  by 
the  said  New  York  Life  Insurance  Com¬ 
pany  to  the  said  Arthur  Pestel,  together 
with  the  right  to  demand,  receive  and 

•  collect  the  same,  is  property  within  the 
United  States  owned  or  controlled  by, 
payable  or  deliverable  to,  held  on  behalf 
of  or  on  account  of,  or  owning  to,  or 
which  is  evidence  of  ownership  or  control 
by,  the  aforesaid  national  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enenjy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States  re¬ 
quires  that  such  person  be  treated  as  a 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and.  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  inter¬ 
est,  . 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  cn 
October  16,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property, 

|F.  R.  Doc.  60-9403:  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  152271 
Hatsuye  Osuga 

In  re:  Rights  of  Hatsuye  Osuga  under 
Insurance  contract.  File  No.  D-39- 
11741-H-3. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Hatsuye  Osuga,  whose ‘last 
known  address  is  Japan,  is  a  resident  of 
Japan  and  a  national  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Japan) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to  be¬ 
come  due  under  a  contract  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  policy  No.  88,641,  issued  by 
the  Beneficial  Life  Insurance  Company, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  to  Hatsuye  Osuga, 
together  with  the  right  to  demand,  re¬ 
ceive  and  collect  said  net  proceeds,  is 
property  within  the  United  States  owned 
or  controlled  by,  payable  or  deliverable 
to,  held  on  behalf  of,  or  on  account  of, 
or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evidence  of 
ownership  or  control  by,  the  aforesaid 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Japan) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as 
a  national  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Japan), 

All  determinations  and  ali  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  inter¬ 
est. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10 
of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
October  16,  1930. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-9402;  Piled,  Oct.  24,  1950; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  15232] 

Mrs.  Miki  (Mike)  Takemoto 

In  re:  Rights  of  Mrs.  Miki  (Mike) 
Takemoto  under  insurance  contract. 
File  No.  F-39-3271-H-1. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193.  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found: 

1.  That  Mrs.  Miki  (Mike)  Takemoto, 
whose  last  known  address  is  Japan,  is  a 
resident  of  Japan  and  a  national  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Japan) ; 


2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to 
become  due  under  a  contract  of  insur¬ 
ance  evidenced  by  policy  No.  7  711  022  is¬ 
sued  by  the  New  York  Life  Insurance 
Company,  New  York,  New  York,  to  Mrs. 
Miki  (Mike)  Takemoto,  together  with 
the  right  to  demand,  receive  and  collect 
said  net  proceeds,  is  property  within  the 
United  States  owned  or  controlled  by, 
payable  or  deliverable  to,  held  op  behalf 
of  or  on  account  of,  or  ow’ing  to,  or  which 
is  evidence  of  ownership  or  control  by, 
the  aforesaid  national  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Japan) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  person  be  treated  as 
a  national  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Japan). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest. 

There  Is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and 
for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  means  prescribed  in  section  10 
of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
October  16,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

ISE.AL]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-9404;  Filed,  Oct.  24.  1950; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  15235] 

Martin  Zimmerman 

In  re:  Rights  of  Martin  Zimmerman 
tinder  insurance  contracts.  Files  No. 
F-28-28914-H-1,  H-2. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Martin  Zimmerman,  whose 
last  known  address  is  Germany,  is  a 
resident  of  Germany  and  a  national  of 
a  designated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  net  proceeds  due  or  to 
become  due  under  contracts  of  insurance 
evidenced  by  policies  No.  90,218,865  and 
90,218,866,  issued  by  the  Metropolitan 
Life  Insurance  Company,  New  York,  New 
York,  to  Martin  Zimmerman,  together 
with  the  right  to  demand,  receive  and 
collect  said  net  proceeds,  is  property 
within  the  United  States  owned  or  con¬ 
trolled  by,  payable  or  deliverable  to,  held 
on  behalf  of  or  on  account  of,  or  owing 
to,  or  which  is  evidence  of  ownership  or 
control  by,  the  aforesaid  national  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 
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and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enem^  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States  re¬ 
quires  that  such  person  be  treated  as  a 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany), 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  laken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
October  16.  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General, 

(SEAL]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 

Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F  R.  Doc.  50-9405:  Filed.  Oct.  24,  1C50; 

8:50  a.  m.J 


(Vesting  Order  15248] 

Christine  Hgchhaus  et  al. 

In  re;  Real  property  owned  by  Chris¬ 
tine  Hochhaus,  Gisela  Hochhaus,  and 
Annie  Hochhaus,  also  known  as  Anni 
Hochhaus.  D-28-9410. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found ; 

1.  That  Christine  Hochhaus,  Gisela 
Hochhaus  and  Annie  Hochhaus,  also 
known  as  Anni  Hochhaus,  whose  last 
known  addresses  are  Germany,  are  resi¬ 
dents  of  Germany  and  nationals  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Real  property,  situated  in  the 
County  of  Cook,  State  of  Illinois,  partic¬ 
ularly  described  in  Exhibit  A,  attached 
hereto  and  by  reference  m^e  a  part 
hereof,  together  with  all  hereditaments, 
fixtures,  improvements  and  appurte¬ 
nances  thereto,  and  any  and  all  claims 
for  rents,  refunds,  benefits  or  other  pay¬ 
ments,  arising  from  the  ownership  of 
such  property. 

Is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  deliv¬ 
erable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on  ac¬ 
count  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evidence 
of  ownership  or  control  by.  the  aforesaid 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined  : 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  are  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
^Germany) . 

No.  207 - 4 


All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  in  subparagraph  2  hereof, 
subject  to  recorded  liens,  encumbrances 
and  other  rights  of  record  held  by  or  for 
persons  who  are  not  nationals  of  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  countries,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10 
of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
October  13,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[SEAL]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

Exhibit  A 

All  that  certain  lot  and  parcel  of  land  sit¬ 
uated,  lying  and  being  in  the  County  of  Cook, 
State  of  Illinois,  and  more  particularly  de¬ 
scribed  as  follows: 

Lot  thirty-eight  (38)  in  Block  two  (2)  In 
the  George  F.  Nixon  &  Company’s  Oskton  & 
Keeler  Subdivision,  being  a  subdivision  of 
the  West  Half  (W‘2)  of  the  West  Half  (WVz) 
of  the  Northeast  Quarter  (NEVi)  of  the 
Northeast  Quarter  (NEt^ )  of  Section  27, 
Township  41  North,  Range  13,  East  of  the 
Third  Principal  Meridian,  Cook  County,  Illi¬ 
nois. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  50-94C6:  Filed.  Oct.  24.  1950; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


(Vesting  Order  15249] 

Friedrich  Wilhelm  Kober  et  al. 

In  re;  Interest  in  real  property  and  a 
claim  owned  by  Fi’iedrich  Wilhelm  Kober 
and  others.  D-28-10738. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act.  as  amended.  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1,  That  the  persons,  w’hose  names  and 
last  knowm  addresses  appear  below,  are 
residents  of  Germany  and  nationals  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Germany) : 

Name  and  Last  Knovm  Address 

Friedrich  Wilhelm  Kober,  Schoenberg,  O.  L., 
Germany;  Gustav  Linke,  Olbersdorf  bei  Zit- 
tau,  Saxony,  Germany:  Max  Linke,  Zittau, 
Saxony,  Herwigsdorferstrasse  27,  Germany; 
Elsa  Linke  Shonberg,  Olbersdorf  bei  Zittau, 
Saxony,  Germany:  Pauline  Model  Stoecker, 
Reibersdorf  Amtsh,  Zittau,  Sachsen,  Ger¬ 
many;  Gustav  Herman  Herfurth,  Wald  Bad 
Oppelsdorf  Amtsh.,  Zittau,  "Sachsen,  Ger¬ 
many:  Gustave  Paul  Franz,  Ober-Schoen- 
brunn.  Circuit,  Lauban,  Silesia,  Germany; 
Wilhelm  Richard  Franz,  Wald-Bad-Oppels- 
dorf,  Saxony,  Germany;  Paul  Edmund  Her¬ 
furth,  Leipzig,  Albertstrasse  20,  Saxony,  Ger¬ 
many;  Frieda  Minna  Bischof,  Oppelsdorf  21, 
Saxony,  Germany:  Martha  Elizabeth  Kutsche, 
Reichenau,  Burgstrasse  214b,  Saxony,  Ger¬ 
many:  Friedrich  Gustave  Kern,  Wlttgendorf 
170,  bei  Zittau,  Sachsen,  Germany:  Ernst 
Wilhelm  Kern,  Reichenau  53,  Sachsen,  Ger¬ 
many;  Gustav  Zimmerman,  Kleinschonau  bei 
Zittau,  Sachsen,  Germany;  Wilhelm  Zimmer¬ 


man,  Kleinschonau  bei  Zittau.  Sachsen,  Ger¬ 
many;  Pauline  Zimmerman  Habler,  Kleln- 
r-’honau  bei  Zittau,  Sachsen,  Germany; 

2.  That  the  personal  representatives, 
heirs,  next  of  kin,- legatees  and  distribu¬ 
tees  of  Emma  Zimmerman  Saibt,  de¬ 
ceased,  who  there  is  reasonable  cause  to 
believe  are  residents  of  Germany,  are 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) ; 

3.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

a.  An  undivided  six-sevenths  (®/7ths) 
interest  in  all  that  real  property  situated 
in  the  Township  of  Hopatcong,  County 
of  Warren,  State  of  New  Jersey,  par¬ 
ticularly  described  as  Parcel  1,  in  Ex¬ 
hibit  A,  attached  hereto  and  by  refer¬ 
ence  made  a  part  hereof,  together  with 
all  hereditaments,  fixtures,  improve¬ 
ments  and  appurtenances  thereto,  and 
any  and  all  claims  for  rents,  refunds, 
benefits  or  other  payments  arising  from 
the  ow’nership  of  such  property, 

b.  An  undivided  six-sevenths  (%ths) 
interest  in  real  property  situated  in  tha 
Township  of  Palmer,  County  of  North¬ 
ampton,  State  of  Pennsylvania,  particu¬ 
larly  described  as  Parcels- 2  and  3,  in 
Exhibit  A,  attached  hereto  and  by  ref¬ 
erence  made  a  part  hereof,  together  wuth 
all  hereditaments,  fixtures,  improve¬ 
ments  and  appurtenances  thereto,  and 
any  and  all  claims  for  rents,  refunds, 
benefits  or  other  payments  arising  from 
the  ownership  of  such  property, 

c.  An  undivided  six-sevenths  (®/7ths) 
interest  in  real  property  situated  in  the 
Tow  n  of  Phillipsburg,  County  of  Warren, 
State  of  New  Jersey,  parti(^ularly  de¬ 
scribed  as  Parcel  4,  in  Exhibit  A,  at¬ 
tached  hereto  and  by  reference  made  a 
part  hereof,  together  with  all  heredita¬ 
ments,  fixtures,  improvements  and  ap¬ 
purtenances  thereto,  and  any  and  all 
claims  for  rents,  refunds,  benefits  or 
other  payments  arising  from  the  owner¬ 
ship  of  such  property,  and 

d.  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  owing  to  the  persons  named  in  sub- 
paragraph  1  hereof,  and  to  the  personal 
representatives,  heirs,  next  of  kin,  lega¬ 
tees  and  distributees  of  Emma  Zimmer¬ 
man  Seibt,  deceased,  by  Phillipsburg 
Trust  Company,  Phillipsburg,  New 
Jersey,  including,  but  not  limited,  to, 
those  sums  arising  out  of  rents  collected 
from  the  real  property  described  in  sub- 
paragraphs  3-a  to  3-c,  inclusive,  and 
any  and  all  rights  to  demand,  enforce 
and  collect  the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on 
account  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership  or  control  by,  the 
persons  named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof, 
and  the  personal  representatives,  heirs, 
next  of  kin,  legatees  and  distributees  of 
Emma  Zimmerman  Seibt,  deceased,  the 
aforesaid  nationals  of  a  designated 
enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

4.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  and 
the  personal  representatives,  heirs,  next 
of  kin.  legatees  and  distributees  of  Emma 
Zimmerman  Seibt,  deceased,  are  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
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requires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and,  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  in  subparagraphs  3-a,  3-b 
and  3-c  hereof,  subject  to  recorded  liens, 
encumbrances  and  other  rights  of  record 
held  by  or  for  persons  who  are  not  na¬ 
tionals  of  designated  enemy  countries, 
and 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  in  subparagraph  3-d 
hereof. 

All  such  property  so  vested  to  be  held, 
used,  administered,  liquidated,  sold  or 
otherwise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of 
and  for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  u.sed  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Wa.shington,  D.  C.,  on 
October  18,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

ExHtriT  A 

Parcel  1.  All  that  certain  tract  or  parcel 
of  land  and  premises  hereinafter  particu¬ 
larly  described,  lying  and  being  in  the  Town¬ 
ship  of  Lopatcong,  Ck)unty  of  Warren,  State 
of  New  Jersey,  and  more  particularly  de¬ 
scribed  as  situated  on  Dana  S.reet,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  Map  of  Morris  Park  Land  Company, 
dated  July  17,  1912,  said  map  being  on  fi’e 
or  intended  to  be  filed  in  the  Clerk’s  Office 
of  V/arren  County,  Belvldere,  New  Jersey,  and 
known  and  designated  thereon  as  lots  No. 
E57  and  858,  each  of  said  lots  containing 
in  front  on  said  Dana  Street  twenty-five 
(25)  feet,  more  or  less,  and  each  extending 
w’idth  in  depth  in  a  northerly  direction,  at 
right  angles  with  said  Dana  Street,  one  hun¬ 
dred  and  five  (105)  feet,  more  or  less,  to  a 
twenty-five  (25)  feet  wide  alley,  said  lots 
bring  a  part  of  the  same  premises  which 
William  H.  Walters  and  Mary  A'ice  Feit, 
executors  of  the  Estate  of  Mary  Ann  Feit, 
deceased,  and  which  Milton  Tlnsman  and 
v/lfo,  by  deeds  dated,  respectively,  April  18, 
1907,  and  April  23,  1907,  conveyed  to  Morris 
Park  Land  Company,  said  deeds  being  re¬ 
corded  in  the  Clerk’s  Office  of  V/arren  County, 
Eelvidere,  New  Jersey,  in  Deed  Book  No.  183, 
Page  2i;0,  and  Deed  Book  No.  183,  Page  355, 
resijectlvely. 

Parcel  2.  All  that  tract  -or  parcel  of  land 
situate,  lying  and  being  in  the  Township  of 
Palmer,  County  of  Northampton,  State  of 
Pennsylvania,  and  more  particularly  de¬ 
scribed  as  lot  Number  One  Hundred  Thirty- 
eight  (138)  and  lot  Number  One  Hundred 
Thirty-nine  (139)  on  Plan  of  Lots  called  Fair¬ 
mont,  containing  together  in  front  on  the 
west  side  of  Stephens  Street,  40  feet. 

Parcel  3.  All  that  tract  or  parcel  of  land 
situate,  lying  and  being  in  the  Township  of 
Palmer,  County  of  Northampton,  State  of 
Pennsylvania,  and  more  particularly  de¬ 
scribed  as  lot  Number  Sixty-eight  (68)  and 
lot  Number  Sixty-nine  (69)  on  plan  of  lots 
of  Bungalow  Park  Tract,  containing  together 
in  front  on  Ellwood  Street,  One  Hundred 
Twenty  (120)  feet. 

Parcel  4.  All  that  tract  or  parcel  of  land 
and  premises  hereinafter  particularly  de¬ 


scribed,  situated,  lying  and  being  in  the  Town 
of  Phillipsburg,  County  of  Warren,  State  of 
New  Jersey,  and  more  particularly  described 
as  beginning  at  an  iron  pipe  in  the  west  prop¬ 
erty  line  of  Irwin  Street,  the  beginning  is  a 
common  corner  to  lots  No.  11  and  No,  12, 
thence  (1)  North  twenty-five  degrees  and 
thirty  minutes  (25‘’30')  West  along  property 
recently  conveyed  to  Henery  Stoney,  Jacob 
Fiet,  et  al.,  said  corner  being  186'  from  a  cor¬ 
ner  of  a  lot  sold  to  Mathias  Wagner,  thence 
(2)  South  sixty-two  degrees  and  no  minutes 
60°0'  West  twenty-one  (21)  feet,  more  or 
less,  thence,  (3)  South  twenty-five  degrees 
and  thirty  minutes  (25‘’30')  East  along  prop¬ 
erty  recently  conveyed  to  Simon  Lambert 
(said  property  being  lot  No.  12)  a  distance 
of  one  hundred  ten  (110)  feet,  more  or  less, 
to  the  west  property  line  of  Irwin  Street, 
thence  (4)  North  sixty-four  degrees  and  30 
minutes  (64*30')  East  along  the  property 
line  of  Irwin  Street  twenty-one  degrees  and 
no  minutes  (21*0')  to  the  point  of  beginning. 
The  above  description  describes  a  part  of  lot 
No.  12,  in  Block  2,  adjoining  lot  No.  11,  as 
shown  on  the  Map  of  Phillipsburg  Develop¬ 
ment  Corporation  property  south  of  Morris 
Turnpike. 

[F.  R.  Doc,  50-9407.  Filed.  Oct.  21,  19.:0: 

8:51  a.  m.j 


[Vesting  Order  15250] 

Nik  R.ademacher 

In  re;  Real  jJroperty  owned  by  Nik 
Rademacher,  also  known  as  Nicholas 
Rademacher.  F-28-30476-B-1,  F-28- 
22495-B-l. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Exec¬ 
utive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to  law, 
after  investigation,  it  is  hereby  found: 

1.  That  Nik  Rademacher,  also  known 
as  Nicholas  Rademacher,  whose  last 
known  address  is  Floegeln,  Germany,  is 
a  resident  of  Germany  and  a  national 
of  a  designated  enemy  country  (Ger¬ 
many)  ; 

2.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows  :  Real  property  situated  in  the  Town 
of  Oyster  Bay,  County  of  Nassau,  State 
of  New  York,  particularly  described  in 
E.xhibit  A,  attached  hereto  and  by  ref¬ 
erence  made  a  part  hereof,  together  w’ith 
all  hereditaments,  fixtures,  improve¬ 
ments  and  appurtenances  thereto,  and 
any  arid  all  claims  for  rents,  refunds, 
benefits  or  other  payments  arising  from 
tlie  ownership  of  such  property, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  deliv¬ 
erable  to.  held  on  behalf  of,  or  on  account 
of,  or  owing  to,  or  w’hich  is  evidence  of 
ownership  or  control  by,  the  aforesaid 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  coun¬ 
try  (Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined: 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  person 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  is  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States  re¬ 
quires  that  such  person  be  treated  as  a 
national  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate  con¬ 
sultation  and  certification,  having  been 
made  and  taken,  and.  it  being  deemed 
necessary  in  the  national  interest. 


There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  in  subparagraph  2  hereof, 
subject  to  recorded  liens,  encumbrances 
and  other  rights  of  record  held  by  or  for 
persons  who  are  not  nationals  of  desig¬ 
nated  enemy  countries,  to  be  held,  used, 
administered,  liquidated,  sold  or  other¬ 
wise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall  have 
the  meanings  prescribed  in  section  10  of 
Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
October  18,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

Exhibit  A 

All  that  certain  piece  or  parcel  of  land 
situate,  lying  and  being  in  the  Town  of 
Oyster  Bay,  County  of  Nassau  and  State  of 
New  York,  known  and  designated  as  lots  No. 
54  and  55  in  Block  222  on  a  certain  plan  of 
lets  called  “Nassau  Shores”  Section  No.  Two 
situate  in  the  County  of  Nassau,  surveyed  by 
Chester  R.  Nichols,  licensed  State  Surveyor, 
May  1926  and  filed  in  the  Clerk’s  Office  of 
Nassau  County,  aforesaid,  on  the  22d  day 
of  May  1926,  as  Map  No.  605,  bounded  and 
described  as  follows: 

Beginning  at  a  point  on  the  Easterly  side 
of  Huron  Avenue  distant  340  feet  Southerly 
from  the  corner  formed  by  the  intersection 
of  the  Easterly  side  of  Huron  Avenue  with 
the  Southerly  side  of  Suffolk  Road  as  shown 
on  said  plan;  running  thence  Easterly 
parallel  with  said  Suffolk  Road  100  feet  to 
the  center  line  of  the  block;  thence  South¬ 
erly  along  said  center  line  and  parallel  with 
said  Huron  Avenue  40  feet;  thence  Westerly 
•again  parallel  with  said  Suffolk  Road  100 
feet  to  the  Easterly  side  of  Huron  Avenue; 
thence  Northerly  along  the  said  Easterly  side 
of  Huron  Avenue  40  feet  to  the  point  cr 
place  of  beginning.  Be  said  measurements 
and  area  more  or  less. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  60-9408;  Filed.  Oct.  24.  1953; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


[Vesting  Order  15251] 

Minna  Elise  Stiller  et  al. 

In  re:  Interest  in  real  estate  contract 
owned  by  Minna  Elise  Stiller,  also  known 
as  Minna  Stiller,  and  others.  D-28- 
12623-B-l. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended.  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  91^3,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  is  hereby 
found : 

1.  That  Minna  Elise  Stiller,  also 
known  as  Mimia  Stiller;  Elizabeth 
Steiner,  also  known  as  Elisabeth  Stiner, 
and  as  Elizabeth  Passion;  and  Augusta 
Klein,  also  known  as  Augusta  Passion, 
and  as  Augusta  Fassian,  whose  last 
know’n  addresses  are  Germany,  are  resi¬ 
dents  of  Germany  and  nationals  of  a 
designated  enemy  country  (Germany) ; 

2.  That  the  property  described  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Two-thirds  (%(is)  of  all  interests 
and  rights  (including  all  monies  payable 
or  held  with  respect  to  such  interests  and 
rights)  created  in  Mildred  Prangenheim. 
as  Trustee,  under  the  provisions  of  a 
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Trust  Agreement  dated  October  1,  1948 
and  known  as  the  Hacker  Trust,  by  virtue 
of  a  certain  real  estate  contract  executed 
on  October  1,  1948  by  and  between  Mil¬ 
dred  Frangenheim,  Trustee  as  aforesaid, 
as  vendor,  and  Roy  B.  Prank  and  Agnes 
M.  Frank,  his  wife,  as  vendees,  which 
said  contract  relates  to  the  sale  of  that 
certain  real  property  an  undivided  two-  ' 
thirds  (2/^ds)  interest  in  which  was 
vested  by  Vesting  Order  13796  dated 
September  12,  1949, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
owned  or  controlled  by,  payable  or  de¬ 
liverable  to,  held  on  behalf  of  or  on  ac¬ 
count  of,  or  owing  to,  or  which  is  evidence 
of  ownership  or  control  by,  the  aforesaid 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany) ; 

and  it  is  hereby  determined : 

3.  That  to  the  extent  that  the  persons 
named  in  subparagraph  1  hereof  are  not 
within  a  designated  enemy  country,  the 
national  interest  of  the  United  States 
requires  that  such  persons  be  treated  as 
nationals  of  a  designated  enemy  country 
(Germany). 

All  determinations  and  all  action  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  including  appropriate 
consultation  and  certification,  having 
been  made  and  taken,  and,  it  being 
deemed  necessary  in  the  national  inter¬ 
est. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  in  subparagraph  2  hereof, 
subject  to  recorded  liens,  encumbrances 
and  other  rights  of  record  held  by  or 
for  persons  who  are  not  nationals  of 
designated  enemy  countries,  to  be  held, 
used,  administered,  liquidated,  sold  or 
otherwise  dealt  with  in  the  interest  of 
and  for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

The  terms  “national”  and  “designated 
enemy  country”  as  used  herein  shall 
have  the  meanings  prescribed  in  section 
10  of  Executive  Order  9193,  as  amended. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D,  C.,  on 
October  18, 1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-9409;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 

8:51  a.  m.j 


[Vesting  Order  CE  486] 

Costs  and  Expenses  Incurred  in  a  Rich¬ 
mond  County  Court,  New  York 

In  re:  Costs  and  expenses  incurred  in 
certain  actions  or  proceedings. 

Under  the  authority  of  the  Trading 
With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended,  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  9193,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  9788,  and  pursuant  to 
law,  after  investigation,  it  having  been 
found: 

1.  That  each  of  the  persons  named  in 
Column  1  of  Exhibit  A,  attached  hereto 
and  by  reference  made  a  part  hereof, 
was  a  person  within  the  designated  en¬ 
emy  country  or  the  enemy-occupied 
territory  identified  in  Column  2  of  said 
Exhibit  A  opposite  such  person’s  name; 

2.  That,  it  was  in  the  interest  of  the 
United  Ctates  to  take  measures  in  con¬ 


nection  with  representing  each  of  said 
persons  in  the  court  or  administrative 
action  or  proceeding  identified  in  Col¬ 
umn  3  of  said  Exhibit  A  opposite  such 
person’s  name,  and  such  measures  hav¬ 
ing  been  taken; 

3.  That,  in  taking  such  measures  in 
each  of  such  actions  or  proceedings,  costs 
and  expenses  were  incurred  in  the 
amount  stated  in  Columh.4  of  said  Ex¬ 
hibit  A  opposite  the  action  or  proceeding 
identified  in  Column  3  of  said  Exhibit  A ; 

4.  That  each  amount  stated  in  Column 
4  of  said  Exhibit  A  has  been  paid  from 
the  property  which  each  of  said  persons 
obtained  or  was  determined  to  have  as  a 
result  of  the  action  or  proceeding  iden¬ 
tified  in  Column  3  of  said  Exhibit  A  op¬ 
posite  such  person’s  name  and  all  of  said 
amounts  are  presently  in  the  possession 
of  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States. 


Wilhelm  Hanns  Bohuslaw 

NOTICE  OF  intention  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  .32  (f)  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as 
amended,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  in¬ 
tention  to  return,  on  or  after  30  days 
from  the  date  of  the  publication  hereof, 
the  following  property,  subject  to  any 
increase  or  decrease  resulting  from  the 
administration  thereof  prior  to  return, 
and  after  adequate  provision  for  taxes 
and  conservatory  expenses : 

Claimant,  Claim  No.  and  Property  and 
Location. 

Wilhelm  Hanns  Bohuslaw,  a/k/a  Hans  W. 
Bohuslaw,  Vienna,  Austria;  Claim  No.  37920; 
$10,000.00  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
October  18,  1950, 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal!  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General. 
Director.  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  50-9364;  Filed,  Oct.  23,  1950; 
8:50  a.  m.j 


•  (Return  Order  6251 

,  Irma  Ludovica  Eugenia  De  Coster 

Having  considered  the  claim  set  forth 
below  and  having  issued  a  determination 
allowing  the  claim,  which  is  incorpo¬ 
rated  by  reference  herein  and  filed 
herewith, 


Now,  therefore,  there  is  hereby  vested 
In  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States,  to  be  used  or  otherwise  dealt  with 
in  the  interest  of  and  for  the  benefit  of 
the  United  States,  the  amounts  stated  in 
Column  4  of  said  Exhibit  A. 

The  term  “designated  enemy  country” 
as  used  herein  shall  have  the  meaning 
prescribed  in  section  10  of  Executive  Or¬ 
der  9193,  as  amended.  The  term  “en¬ 
emy-occupied  territory”  as  used  herein 
shall  have  the  meaning  prescribed  in 
Rules  of  Procedure,  Office  of  Alien  Prop¬ 
erty,  §  501.6. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D,  C.,  on 
Oct9ber  18,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I,  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General. 

Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property, 


It  is  ordered.  That  the  claimed  prop¬ 
erty,  described  below  and  in  the  deter¬ 
mination,  including  all  royalties  accrued 
thereunder  and  all  damages  and  profits 
recoverable  for  past  infringement  there¬ 
of,  be  returned  after  adequate  provision 
for  taxes  and  conservatory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  Number.  Notice  of  Intention 
to  Return  Published,  and  Property 

Irma  Ludovica  Eugenia  De  Coster,  widow 
of  Ernestus  Mayer,  Antwerp,  Belgium;  Claim 
No.  38011;  April  5,  1950  (15  F.  R.  1924);  prop¬ 
erty  described  in  Vesting  Order  No.  323  (7 
P.  R.  9851,  November  26,  1942),  relating  to 
United  States  Patent  Application  Serial  No. 
387,531  (now  United  States  Letters  Patent 
No.  2,369,067),  including  Divisional  Applica¬ 
tion  Serial  No.  572,575  (now  United  States 
Letters  Patent  No.  2,454,819).  This  return 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  Include  the  rights 
of  any  licensees  under  the  above  patent  ap¬ 
plications  or  patents. 

Appropriate  documents  and  papers  ef¬ 
fectuating  this  order  will  issue. 

*  Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
October  19,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-9412;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 
8:51  a.  m.j 


[Return  Order  774] 

Helene  Foure  et  al. 

Having  considered  the  claim  set  forth 
below  and  having  issued,  a  determina- 


Exhibit  a 


Column  1 

Column  2 

1  Column  ” 

Column  4 

Name 

Country  or 
7'erritory 

Action  or  Proceeding 

Sum  vested 

Item  i 

Hilda  Nilson _ _ 

Estate  of  Christian  Niisen,  a/k/a  Nil.s  Christian  Nilson 
and  Nils  K.  Nil.son,  deceased.  Surrogate’s  court, 
Richmond  County,  N.  Y.  File  No.  45-A/42 . 

$14.00 

14.00 

Haakron  Kaare  Nilson.... 

Norway . 

Item  t 

Same . 

[P.  R.  Doc.  50-9411;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950;  8:51  a.  m.] 
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tion  allowing  the  claim,  which  is  incor¬ 
porated  by  reference  herein  and  filed 
herewith. 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  claimed  prop¬ 
erty,  described  below  and  in  the  deter¬ 
mination.  including  all  royalties  accrued 
thereunder  and  all  damages  and  profits 
recoverable  for  past  infringement 
thereof,  be  returned  after  adequate  pro¬ 
vision  for  taxes  and  conservatory  ex¬ 
penses: 

Claimant,  Claim  Number,  Notice  of  Intention 
To  Return  Published  and  Property 

Helene  Foure,  Paris,  France;  Jacques  Foure, 
Paris,  France;  Mme.  Carl  de  Suze,  nee  Jac¬ 
queline  Foure,  Boston,  Massachusetts;  Claim 
No.  35529;  September  6,  1950  (15  F.  R.  6010); 
$1146.31  In  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
to  Helene  Foure;  $438.32  In  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States  in  equal  shares  to  Jacques 
Foure  and  Mme.  Carl  de  Suze  nee  Jacqueline 
Foure,  subject  to  the  lifetime  use  thereof  in 
Helene  Foure.  Property  to  the  extent  owned 
•  by  the  respective  claimants  and  their  prede¬ 
cessor  in  Interest  immediately  prior  to  vest¬ 
ing  thereof  by  Vesting  Order. No.  3430  (9 
F.  R.  6464,  June  13.  1944;  9  F.  R.  13768,  No¬ 
vember  17,  1944),  relating  to  literary  works 
entitled;  "Acremant:  Ces  Dames  Aux  Cha¬ 
peaux  Verts”,  “Souvenirs  Francais  en  Ame- 
rlque”,  and  “A  French  Reader”,  Helene  Foure 
to  receive  a  Interest  in  “Acremant:  Ces 
Dames  Aux  Chapeaux  Verts”  and  “Souvenirs 
Francais  en  Amerlque”  and  Jacques  Foure 
and  Mme.  Carl  de  Suze  each  to  receive  ’4 
Interest  subject  to  the  lifetime  use  thereof 
In  Helene  Foure;  Helene  Foure  to  receive  ’4 
Interest  In  “A  French  Reader”  and  Jacques 
Foure  and  Mme.  Carl  de  Suze  each  to  receive 
%  Interest  subject  to  the  lifetime  use  thereof 
In  Helene  Foure. 

Appropriate  documents  and  papers 
effectuating  this  order  will  issue. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
October  19,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  60-9413;  Filed,  Oct.  24.  1C50; 

8:52  a.  m.l 


[Return  Order  778] 

Facita  de  la  Pena 

Having  considered  the  claim  set  forth 
below  and  having  issued  a  determination 
allowing  the  claim,  which  is  incorpo¬ 
rated  by  reference  herein  and  filed 
herewith. 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  claimed  prop¬ 
erty,  described  below  and  in  the  deter¬ 
mination,  be  returned,  subject,  to  any 
increase  or  decrease  resulting  from  the 
administration  thereof  prior  to  return, 
and  after  adequate  provision  for  taxes 
and  conservatory  expenses; 


Claimant,  Claim  Number,  Notice  of  Intention 
To  Return  Published,  and  Property 

Pacita  de  la  Pena,  Balaoan,  La  Union  Phil¬ 
ippines;  Claim  No.  6218;  September  14.  1950 
(15  F.  R.  6189) ;  United  States  Savings  Bonds, 
Series  E,  issued  In  the  name  of  Isidro  de  la 
Pena,  payable  upon  his  death  to  Pacita  de  la 
Pena,  having  a  total  maturity  value  of  $1,700, 
at  present  held  by  the  Safekeeping  Depart¬ 
ment,  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York,  and 
described  as  follows: 

Bond  No.  Amount  Bond  No.  Amount 


Q30827175E _ 

$25 

Q115476033E... 

$25 

Q13534228E _ 

25 

Q164540365E... 

25 

Q43656440E _ 

25 

Q17605e937E._. 

25 

Q4365886<E _ 

25 

Q176074504E-_. 

25 

L13527564E _ 

60 

M3801721E 

l.COO 

Q59391848E _ 

25 

Q176102C45E-_. 

25 

Q.59981056E _ 

25 

Q210715423E__. 

25 

Q59999433E _ 

25 

Q210746203E-.. 

25 

L20297211E _ 

50 

Q176127771E._. 

25 

Q111911659E._. 

25 

Q176152692E-.. 

25 

G80e31773E _ 

25 

Q240362399E... 

25 

Q111917717E._. 

25 

Q17617S0C6E_.- 

25 

Q115451452E._. 

25 

Q302967354E.._ 

25 

Q11195837CE-.. 

25 

Appropriate  documents  and  papers 
effectuating  this  order  will  issue. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
October  19.  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Bayntcn, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-9414;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.j 


Christian  and  Christen  Schmidt 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to 
return,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  the  publication  hereof,  the  following 
property,  subject  to  any  increase  or  de¬ 
crease  resulting  from  the  administra¬ 
tion  thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after 
adequate  provision  for  taxes  and  con¬ 
servatory  expenses; 

Claimant,  Property,  and  Location 

Christian  Schmidt,  Claim  No.  35323; 
$2,079.89  in  the  Treasmy  of  the  United 
States.  Christen  Schmidt,  Claim  No.  35324; 
$2,079.88  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 
Both  of  Mels  by  Nordborg,  Als,  Denmark. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  Oc¬ 
tober  19, 1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[SEAL]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  50-9415;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.j 


Richard  C.  Lieeig 

notice  or  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f)  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to 
return,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  the  publication  hereof,  the  following 
property,  subject  to  any  increase  or  de¬ 
crease  resulting  from  the  administra¬ 
tion  thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after 
adequate  provision  for  taxes  and  con¬ 
servatory  expenses; 

Claimant,  Property,  and  Location 

Richard  C.  Liebig,  Chicago.  Illinois;  Claim 
No.  37577;  $2,361.60  In  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States.  All  right,  title  and  Interest 
of  Richard  Liebig  in  and  to  the  trust  estate 
created  under  the  will  of  Clarence  M.  Liebig, 
deceased. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
October  19,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  50-9416;  Filed.  Oct.  24.  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.j 


Marcel  Remy  Hue 

NOTICE  OF  intention  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act.  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to  re¬ 
turn,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  hereof,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty  located  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  includ¬ 
ing  all  royalties  accrued  thereunder  and 
all  damages  and  profits  recoverable  for 
past  infringement  thereof,  after  adequate 
provision  for  taxes  and  conservatory 
expenses : 

Claimant  and  Property 

Marcel  Remy  Hue,  Courbevole,  France; 
Claim  No.  35520;  property  described  in  Vest¬ 
ing  Order  No.  666  (8  F.  R.  5047,  April  17. 1943) 
relating  to  United  States  Letters  Patent 
No.  2,071,878. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
October  19,  1950. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Harold  I.  Baynton, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  50-9417;  Filed,  Oct.  24,  1950; 
8:54  a.  m.j 


